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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 (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 addresses a significant issue in agricultural development, particularly in the context of soybean cultivation in India. By comparing the constraints and suggestions of trained and untrained soybean growers, it provides useful insights for policymakers, extension agencies, and researchers interested in improving the adoption of agricultural technologies. The study's findings contribute to understanding how training interventions influence farmer perceptions and behavior, which is vital for planning effective agricultural extension strategies. Such studies can help bridge the gap between research and practice, especially in regions where technological adoption remains a challenge.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Constraint and Suggestion of the Trained and Untrained Soybean Growers in Madhya Pradesh State of India”, is generally appropriate but can be improved for clarity and academic tone.

Suggestion: “Constraints and Suggestions among Trained and Untrained Soybean Growers in Madhya Pradesh, 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 includes the objective, methodology, and general findings, which is commendable. However, it lacks clarity, suffers from grammatical issues, and does not clearly present the key results or implications.

Suggestion: - Reorganize the abstract using the IMRAD structure (Introduction, Methods, Results, and Conclusion)
· Specify key findings with data (e.g., percentages or main constraints).

· Avoid overly long or repetitive sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally sound in terms of scientific intent and basic research structure. The data collection through a structured survey and stratified sampling method is appropriate. However, there are some limitations:

· The analysis is limited to descriptive statistics; no inferential analysis (e.g., chi-square or t-test) was conducted to test the significance of observed differences.

· The methodology section lacks detail on the validation of the interview schedule.

· Discussion sections occasionally repeat tables without deeper interpretation.
Suggestion: - Include basic inferential statistics to strengthen conclusions.

                     - Enhance discussion with critical reflection and connection to previous literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the article cites several relevant studies, many references are outdated, with the majority published before 2015.

Suggestion: Add 3–4 more recent sources (2018–2023) that address training, technology adoption, or soybean farming.
Recommended sources could include:
- Journal of Agriculture Extension
· Journal of Rural Studies

· Agriculture Systems
	

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


	Currently, the language quality is below the standard required for scholarly communication.

Suggestion: A thorough English language editing by a native or professional academic editor is strongly recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript covers a relevant topic for the agricultural extension and rural development field, especially within the Indian context. It has the potential to offer valuable contributions, particularly in guiding future training programs and improving policy interventions. However, the manuscript requires significant improvement in language, structure, and analytical depth before it is suitable for publication. The editorial team is advised to request a revised version that includes enhanced language clarity, inclusion of recent references, and, where possible, basic inferential statistical analysis.
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	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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