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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the knowledge and adoption levels of farmers regarding the package of practices in mustard cultivation, which is a vital oilseed crop in India. Understanding the socio-economic and behavioral factors influencing knowledge and adoption helps bridge the gap between research recommendations and field-level practices. The findings contribute to strengthening agricultural extension strategies, improving technology dissemination, and enhancing productivity and sustainability in mustard farming. Moreover, the study serves as a reference for policymakers and researchers to design farmer-centered interventions that can boost income and ensure food and nutritional security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It clearly mentions the focus (knowledge and adoption level). It specifies the crop (mustard). It identifies the study area (District Badaun, U.P.).
Suggested title:
Assessment of Farmers’ Knowledge and Adoption of Mustard Production Technologies in Badaun District, Uttar Pradesh
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Repetition – The abstract repeats the same sentences in the "conclusion" portion, making it longer and less sharp.
 Unclear linkage – The last line talks about “effects of pesticides on human health”, which doesn’t directly fit with the main focus (knowledge/adoption of mustard practices). This may confuse readers.

Lack of significance – The abstract doesn’t briefly state why this study matters (impact on extension work, productivity, or farmer welfare).

Structure – The flow can be improved by dividing into: background, methods, results, conclusion.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in design and findings, but it needs minor corrections for clarity, precision, and removal of irrelevant statements to ensure it is fully aligned with the objectives. 

  Results precision – Instead of just saying “medium level of knowledge/adoption,” it would be stronger to mention a few specific practices where knowledge/adoption was high or low (e.g., fertilizer use, sowing time, pest management).

 Conclusion linkage – The conclusion should clearly tie back to mustard cultivation improvement and not drift into unrelated areas.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Recommendations

· Keep the relevant mustard/oilseed adoption studies.

· Remove or replace unrelated ones (like Karia, 2018 on logistics).

· Add recent studies (2022–2025) on mustard adoption, FLDs, or extension technology adoption.

· Include one or two authoritative sources (ICAR, Ministry of Agriculture reports, FAO data on mustard production).


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The current English is understandable but not yet at scholarly publication quality. It needs polishing for grammar, conciseness, and style to match the standards of peer-reviewed journals. 

Example:   Original: “They have medium levelof Adoption about package and practices of mustard is (65.83%).”
  Improved: “A majority (65.83%) also reported a medium level of adoption of the recommended package of practices in mustard cultivation.”

	

	Optional/General comments


	
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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