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	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.


	Karnataka is one of the major onion growing state in India. The manuscript provide valuable insights regarding the level of adoption of different onion production technologies in Zone-III of Karnataka. The findings of the study showcases the actual field level adoption and gap in the adoption of recommended onion production technologies. This help the scientific community including researchers, extension personnel and others to identify the areas which need more emphasis to bridge the adoption gap. Further, target specific and need based technologies and extension interventions can be developed to achieve full scale adoption of recommended onion production technologies to ensure better yield and income to farmers. 
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	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
Abstract clearly conveys the background of the study, methodology and major findings in a short and specific manner. Kindly, add medium adoption category of onion production technologies in the findings part for better clarity.
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	· Add parenthesis for Table 1 

· In Table 1 the percentage of FA for Protective irrigation is incorrect 
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· Reduce size of Figure 1
· Reduce few contents under Materials and methods 
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