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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific and extension community as it provides a systematically developed and validated tool to measure farmers’ attitudes toward Frontline Demonstrations. By capturing both positive perceptions and existing concerns, the study offers valuable insights into factors influencing technology adoption at the grassroots level. The standardized scale can be effectively used by researchers, extension professionals, and policymakers to evaluate and refine FLD strategies, thereby improving the impact of agricultural extension programs. Overall, the work contributes to strengthening evidence-based decision-making in agricultural research and extension systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 current abstract requires a more innovative and structured representation that clearly and concisely summarizes the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and overall significance of the study. The revised abstract must present the study’s purpose, approach, outcomes, and scientific relevance in a coherent, engaging, and professionally articulated manner.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the manuscript requires some improvements to enhance its clarity, structure, and scientific rigor. The following suggestions are recommended:

1 The abstract needs to be reframed as per author guidelines coherently and innovatively by incorporating both qualitative and quantitative information. It should begin with a brief background, clearly identify the research gap, and highlight the novel work carried out, supported by key qualitative and quantitative results. 

2 Expand the Introduction section by adding more background information on extending the shelf life of grains after post-harvesting. The following articles are suggested for incorporation into the Introduction to strengthen the scientific context and relevance. (i)https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspr.2024.102290  (ii)https://mpra.ub.uni-muenchen.de/id/eprint/104339 

3 The Materials and Methods, as well as the Results and Discussion sections, should be further elaborated to provide sufficient clarity, depth, and scientific justification of the experimental procedures, observations, and interpretations.

4 The conclusion section should be added to clearly present the major outcomes of the research work and to highlight the future scope of this study.

5 Add a separate abbreviation chart listing all the shortened nomenclature used in the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. Please include additional recent articles that highlight the implications and current research advancements. Also consider discussing advances and challenges related to the storage of developed grains for the scientific community.
	

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


	Yes, but it is necessary to thoroughly review the manuscript for grammatical accuracy, language clarity, and sentence structure to ensure scientific precision and readability.
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