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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 provides empirical evidence on the effectiveness of the Village Adoption Programme in improving farmers’ knowledge, technology adoption, productivity, and income. It contributes to agricultural extension and rural development literature by demonstrating how need-based, participatory interventions translate into livelihood gains. The findings are useful for extension professionals, KVKs, and policymakers for scaling similar models in comparable agro-ecological regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content and objectives of the study.
	

	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 clear and comprehensive. However, mentioning the research design (ex-post facto) and indicating whether changes were statistically tested would improve clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, data collection, and interpretation are appropriate for impact assessment. Inclusion of basic statistical significance testing would further strengthen the analysis.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and adequate. Inclusion of a few recent studies (last 2–3 years) on extension impact and livelihood assessment would enhance the discussion.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is generally clear but requires minor grammatical corrections and reduction of repetitive statements for better scholarly presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has strong field relevance and practical utility. Minor revisions related to clarity, statistical support, and discussion depth are recommended.
Minor Revision

The manuscript would benefit from strengthening the Introduction by incorporating a brief review of previous similar studies on Village Adoption Programmes and related extension interventions, followed by a clearly articulated research gap to justify the present study.

In Table 3, should clearly indicate how many farmers were following earlier practices and how many adopted the new technologies introduced through demonstrations. The frequency or percentage of respondents adopting each technology should be explicitly reported. Similar clarification regarding frequency of occurrence or responses is recommended for other relevant tables to improve transparency and analytical depth.

The analysis can be strengthened by applying correlation analysis to examine relationships between farmers’ background characteristics (such as education, landholding, income categories: low, medium, high) and their knowledge and adoption levels. Similar correlation-based analysis is suggested for Tables 6, 7, and 8 to better explain variations in adoption, income, and livelihood outcomes.

The Results and Discussion section should be more result-oriented and analytical, moving beyond descriptive reporting. The discussion should link findings with existing literature and derive clear, practical solution pathways based on primary data and supporting studies. The Conclusion should also be sharpened to reflect actionable insights and implications for extension practice and policy.
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