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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 is important to the scientific community as it highlights the critical yet often overlooked role of rural women in agriculture. It provides empirical evidence on gender-specific challenges and contributions, aiding in the design of inclusive policies. The findings support the need for gender-sensitive interventions to enhance agricultural sustainability and rural livelihoods.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus on rural women's participation in agriculture in Chitrakoot.
	

	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 of the article is generally comprehensive, as it highlights the research area, objectives, methodology, and key focus on rural women’s roles in agriculture. However, a few improvements are suggested:

· Add specific findings: Including 1–2 major findings would strengthen the abstract by giving readers a glimpse of the study's outcomes.

· Clarify methodology briefly: Mention the ex-post-facto design and sample size directly in the abstract.

· Avoid generic statements: Replace vague phrases like "plays an important role" with more precise insights.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its structure, methodology, and analysis. It follows an appropriate research design (ex-post-facto), uses relevant data collection methods, and presents findings that are aligned with the study's objectives. However, some improvements in clarity, language, and statistical detail could further enhance its scientific rigor and readability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are relevant but could benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies from the last 3–5 years to strengthen the academic depth and contemporary relevance. Including recent literature on rural women's participation in agriculture, gender roles in farming systems, and rural development initiatives in India would be valuable. Journals such as Gender, Technology and Development, Journal of Rural Studies, and Indian Journal of Agricultural Economics may offer useful additions.
	

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


	The language of the article is generally clear and understandable; however, it would benefit from some grammatical corrections and improved sentence structure for better scholarly communication. Minor revisions in phrasing and academic tone will enhance its overall readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a timely and relevant topic with practical significance, particularly in the context of rural agricultural participation by women. The study is well-structured and offers valuable insights. With improvements in language quality, citation updates, and slight refinement of the abstract, the paper has strong potential for publication and contribution to the academic discourse on gender and rural development.
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