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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. 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 critical insights into the role of frontline demonstrations (FLDs) in enhancing 
wheat productivity and economic returns, particularly in the context of Sonipat district, Haryana, India. 
By evaluating the effectiveness of improved agronomic practices and technologies disseminated 
through FLDs, the study highlights their potential to bridge yield gaps and promote sustainable wheat 
production. The findings offer valuable evidence to policymakers, researchers, and extension 
professionals aiming to optimize resource use and improve farmer livelihoods. Additionally, the 
manuscript contributes to the broader understanding of region-specific agricultural interventions, 
serving as a model for similar agro-climatic zones. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 Yes, the title is suitable for the article. 

 

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 very well written showing the summarised results with the outcome of research work. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes, the manuscript is scientifically written.  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

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

 

Yes, it is suitable for scholarly communication. The article is written in simple English without 
grammatical errors. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

No further comments.  
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 

highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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