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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	I think this will be more suitable title “An Empirical Study of Farmers’ Knowledge and Attitudes toward Sustainable Agricultural Practices in Palnadu District of Andhra 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.


	An ex‑post facto research design was adopted Used.

Kindly refine the following statement for clarity and academic tone “Statement‑wise analysis indicated strong agreement on issues related to environmental protection and resource conservation, while willingness to participate in training programs and demonstrations was relatively low.”

Please remove unnecessary commas and the hyphen (-) wherever they are not required to improve readability and grammatical accuracy.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes references are recent, but add few more relevant references. 
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Please use the term “used” instead of “adopted” in the methodology section.

· You have mentioned that a structured interview schedule was used. However, since the tool includes open-ended questions also, so, it should be referred to as a semi-structured interview schedule. Please revise accordingly.

· Kindly refine the following description “The study was carried out in Palnadu district of Andhra Pradesh. Two mandals, Ipur and Karempudi, were randomly selected for the study. An ex post facto research design was employed, as the variables under study had already occurred and could not be manipulated. A multistage sampling technique was adopted.” The research design should be stated first followed by the selection of mandals/blocks. Please reorganize this section accordingly for better logical flow.

· Clearly mention the method used for calculating the ranges.

Result and discussion

· In the results table, the high category for extension contact and participation is not reported. Please include a clear explanation in the interpretation, such as “None of the respondents fell under the high category of extension contact/participation.” This clarification should also be provided for any other categories that are absent from the tables.

· Kindly refine the following statement for clearer and more comprehensive interpretation of the results “High levels of information-seeking behaviour and mass media exposure were observed among the respondents, whereas extension contact and extension participation were mostly low to medium.” The results should be interpreted clearly and in full with reflecting all relevant categories shown in the tables.

· Please correct the table heading to “Distribution of respondents according to their level of knowledge regarding Sustainable Agricultural Practices.”

· Avoid interpreting the results of a previous table within the interpretation of another table. The following sentence should be removed “Additionally, the elevated knowledge levels may be attributed to the respondent’s socio-communicational strengths. Table 1 indicates that a majority of farmers displayed high information-seeking behaviour (54%) and medium to high exposure to mass media (94%).”

· Please incorporate relevant previous studies in the discussion, for example, “Previous studies have also highlighted similar links between mass media exposure and farmers’ knowledge, underscoring the importance of informal and mass communication channels in disseminating agricultural innovations.”

· Similarly, include supporting literature for the following observation “Similar patterns have been reported in earlier studies conducted in comparable Agro‑ecological contexts, reinforcing the observation that ecological dimensions remain underemphasized in conventional knowledge dissemination.”

· The interpretation of attitude appears twice in the manuscript. Please revise to avoid repetition and retain it in the most appropriate section only.

· The interpretation for Table 3, titled “Statement-wise knowledge of farmers regarding different dimensions of Sustainable Agricultural Practices” is currently missing and should be added to ensure completeness of the results section.


	


	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 detail)
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