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	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.


	The urgency of the Uttar Pradesh region is that it is the backbone of agriculture with wheat commodities and contributes a large portion of the country's total production, so that by knowing the extent of farmers' knowledge of wheat cultivation techniques, it can provide input for the scientific community in taking steps to contribute to the local community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Farmers' Knowledge Level on Wheat Cultivation as a Basis for Developing Agricultural Extension Programs
	

	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 complete. However, it is better to add 1-2 sentences to write down further research suggestions for other researchers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this article is scientifically correct because it meets the rules for writing good and correct scientific articles.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, some of the references are sufficient. However, journal references that have been published more than 10 years ago can be replaced with the latest journal references. The number of references should also be increased to enrich the journal discussion.
	

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


	The language quality of the article does not fully meet international scientific communication standards and requires a fairly serious language revision (major language revision). Things that need to be improved include: the grammar is too long and some sentence structures are not yet correct, some phrases are popular narratives, there is inconsistent terminology (the term wheat farmer/wheat growers, the author can choose one and write it consistently from beginning to end).
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