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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 makes a valuable contribution to horticultural and extension science by providing robust, multi-year evidence on the performance of an improved onion variety under real farm conditions. The four-year frontline demonstration approach strengthens the reliability and external validity of the findings, bridging the gap between experimental research and farmer-level adoption. The study is particularly important for semi-arid and rainfed agro-ecosystems, where varietal adaptability, disease tolerance, and economic viability are critical constraints. Additionally, the integration of agronomic, pathological, economic, and farmer participatory data enhances its relevance for researchers, extension professionals, and policy-makers working on sustainable vegetable production and income enhancement.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally suitable, as it clearly reflects the crop, variety, parameters studied, season, and location. However, it could be slightly refined to improve scientific precision and readability.
Suggested Alternative Titles (optional):
Performance Evaluation of Bhima Super (Allium cepa L.) for Growth, Yield, Disease Resistance, and Economic Returns under Late Kharif Conditions in Telangana, India
Multi-Year On-Farm Evaluation of Bhima Super Onion (Allium cepa L.) under Rainfed Late Kharif Conditions of Semi-Arid Telangana
	

	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.

	The abstract is comprehensive, well-structured, and informative, effectively summarizing the background, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. It clearly reports quantitative results on growth, yield, pest and disease incidence, and economic performance, which is commendable.
Minor Suggestions:
Consider briefly stating the experimental design (e.g., frontline demonstrations/RBD) in one phrase for clarity.
The sentence on farmer feedback could be slightly shortened to reduce length without losing meaning.
No major deletions are required.
Overall, the abstract is suitable for publication
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct.
The experimental design (RBD under FLDs), data collection procedures, disease scoring methods, and statistical analyses are appropriate and clearly described.
Use of multi-year data strengthens the conclusions and minimizes seasonal bias.
Interpretation of results is logical, supported by relevant literature, and does not overstate findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and up to date, including studies published as recently as 2024–2025. The manuscript appropriately cites:
Onion breeding and varietal performance studies
Disease resistance and pest management literature
Economic and extension-focused research
Optional Suggestion:
 authors may include one or two climate-resilience or rainfed agriculture references to further strengthen the climate adaptation narrative, but this is not mandatory.
	

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

	The language quality is very good and suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is well-written, coherent, and uses appropriate scientific terminology. Only minor grammatical and typographical edits (spacing, punctuation consistency, unit formatting) may be required during copyediting. No major language revision is necessary.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well-organized with a clear logical flow from introduction to conclusion.
The integration of farmer participatory evaluation is a strong point and enhances practical relevance.
Tables are informative, though some may benefit from slight formatting alignment for consistency.
The study provides a strong model for extension-led varietal evaluation that could be replicated in other regions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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