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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 study surveys 140 Uttar Pradesh agricultural graduates and finds 65% view natural farming positively. Training sessions strongly boost their support, while top hurdles include chemical seepage from nearby fields and missing scientific proof. These insights can help universities add natural farming classes and improve extension for sustainable farming in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is fine.
	

	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 covers background, methods, key results, associations, and recommendations in a concise format. It shows strengths in precise sample details and practical policy implications. To enhance it, consider adding statistical significance levels (e.g., p-values) for greater credibility and briefly noting primary constraints such as chemical seepage for comprehensiveness. Also, eliminate unclear or redundant phrasing and refine sentence structure for improved readability and flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. Standard methods (Likert scale, chi-square, Garrett ranking) and findings (65% favorable attitudes, training p < 0.001) align with agricultural extension research. Minor issues—tense inconsistencies (e.g., 'has been become'), citation typos ('et a1.', 'aut i'), and occasional wordiness—should be fixed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient in number (20) and mostly recent (2016-2022). Fix typos: "et a1." → "et al.", "aut i" → "Auti". Ensure all DOIs/links are functional.
	

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


	The language needs polishing for scholarly standards. Proofread for grammar (e.g., "has been become" → "has become"; "Wagh and aut i" → "Wagh and Auti"; "et a1." → "et al."), awkward phrasing (e.g., "repairing of soil illness" → "soil health restoration"; simplify "the number of training sessions... highly significantly associated" → "training attendance was highly significant"), consistent past tense for methods/results, and cut wordiness/redundancy in intro. Academic tone improves post-editing. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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