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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.


	This study addresses a highly relevant topic in the context of Indian agriculture's shift towards sustainability. With the recent inclusion of Natural Farming in the ICAR curriculum for undergraduate and postgraduate students, it is crucial to establish a baseline of student awareness and knowledge. As agricultural graduates are the future extension functionaries and policymakers, understanding their current grasp of these concepts will help evaluate the effectiveness of the new syllabus and identify gaps in educational delivery.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. It clearly defines the scope (Awareness and Knowledge), the subject (Natural Farming), the target population (Agricultural Students), and the location (Uttar 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.


	While the abstract covers the necessary elements of the study, it contains significant grammatical errors that affect readability. For instance, phrases such as "accelerated because to the long-term” change to “accelerated due to the long-term/ accelerated because of the long-term”. The abstract requires thorough proofreading to ensure it meets the language standards of scholarly communication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally methodologically sound for a descriptive study, but one specific aspect require clarification to ensure scientific accuracy:

1. Terminology of the Tool: The methodology states that a "standardized 30-item test" was used. In strict research terminology, "standardized" implies that the tool has established validity, reliability, and norms from previous studies. Since this appears to be a test developed specifically for this study (based on expert guidance), the authors should replace the term "standardized" with "structured knowledge test" or "knowledge test developed for the study" to avoid methodological ambiguity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally relevant and up-to-date, including citations from 2024 and 2025; however, the authors are encouraged to include more recent references to further strengthen the manuscript. Additionally, the formatting is highly inconsistent throughout the list and requires standardization according to the journal's guidelines.

Specific inconsistencies observed:
· Journal Names: Some journal names are italicized (e.g., J. Pharmacogn. Phytochem., J. Dev. Econo.), while others are in plain text. Additionally, some journal names are abbreviated (e.g., J. Dev. Econo.) while others are written in full. The authors must strictly follow one consistent style for journal names.

· Year Formatting: Some references place the year in parentheses (e.g., Fukuoka, M. (1978)), while others do not (e.g., Palekar, S., 2005).

· Author Separators: The use of "and" versus "&" varies between citations.

· Bold Formatting: There is inconsistent bolding of punctuation (e.g., colons ":") and volume numbers across different entries.

Recommendation: The entire reference list must be reviewed and standardized to match a single citation style (e.g., APA or the specific journal style) before publication.


	

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


	No. The manuscript requires significant editing for grammar, and flow to meet scholarly standards.

Specific examples of errors and suggested corrections:  Error: "accelerated because to the long-term" Correction: "accelerated due to the long-term" Error: "But now a times peoples get concerned" Correction: "However, nowadays people are becoming concerned" or "Currently, there is growing concern” Error: "Agriculture Scientific community have forced to develop" Correction: "The agricultural scientific community has been forced to develop”.

	

	Optional/General comments


	No further comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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