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	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 manuscript provides a field-based evidence on the performance of improved lentil production technologies in the Bundelkhand region of India. It quantifies yield gaps, technology gaps, and economic returns and offers practical insights into technology dissemination in rainfed agro-ecosystems. The findings are relevant to researchers and extension scientists seeking to improve lentil productivity and technology adoption in resource-constrained environments.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear but somewhat too generic. For higher impact, a title highlighting the CFLD and key outcomes should be considered.

An Alternative Title could be: “Yield and Economic Impact of Lentil (var. IPL 316) Production Technologies under Cluster Front Line Demonstrations in Bundelkhand, India.”
	

	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 informative and outlines the study's context and key findings. However, greater comprehensiveness, a mention of the research gap, and a precise methodology would enhance its readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct; however, justifications and interpretations of data require greater rigour to meet scientific standards. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem somewhat limited and could benefit from the inclusion of more recent sources to enhance the scientific depth and relevance of the study.
	

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


	The language is acceptable. However, it contains grammatical inconsistencies and a lack of academic style that detract from its academic rigour and clarity. Therefore, a substantial edit should be required to meet the standards 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-intentioned and practically significant study that addresses a relevant topic. However, several areas require strengthening to improve the manuscript's overall quality and readability.

1. The abstract is overloaded with geographical details and lacks a precise methodological description.

2. The Introduction contains repetitive explanations regarding the importance of pulses, which should be condensed.

3. The Methodology section should include the criteria used for farmer selection.

4. The manuscript lacks proper data interpretation and statistical rigor
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
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