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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.


	Importance of the manuscript for the scientific community

This manuscript addresses an important and practical issue related to improving cotton productivity under rainfed conditions through the adoption of a High Density Planting System (HDPS). The study provides field-based evidence from frontline demonstrations, which enhances its practical relevance for farmers and extension agencies. The inclusion of economic analysis further strengthens the applicability of the findings. Overall, the manuscript contributes useful insights for sustainable cotton production in semi-arid regions.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, relevant, and accurately reflects the content of the study. No change is required
	

	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 generally summarizes the objectives, methodology, and major findings of the study. However, minor language corrections are recommended, and the statistical significance of the results could be briefly highlighted to improve clarity and scientific rigor.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The experimental approach, data collection, and statistical analysis are appropriate for the objectives of the study. However, some methodological details, such as the number of replications and farmers involved, should be clarified for better transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant, with several recent citations included. A few older references are used appropriately for background information. If possible, inclusion of one or two additional recent studies (post-2020) on HDPS cotton under rainfed conditions would further strengthen the 
	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate English language editing. Several grammatical errors, repetitive sentences, and formatting inconsistencies are present, particularly in the Abstract and Results and Discussion sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has good potential for publication after minor to moderate revisions. Improving language quality, clarifying methodological details, and slightly strengthening the discussion with clearer interpretation of results will enhance the overall quality of the paper.
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