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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.


	The analysis of the profile of women agricultural officers is important for the scientific community to understand the human resource dealing with this very important sector that provides food to the human population.
A detailed analysis of the profile of women agricultural officers is important to avoid various administrative constraints such as heavy workload and hectic work schedule, cumbersome reporting and documentation, and insufficient manpower. There are also various technological constraints faced by women agricultural officers such as release of inputs at the end of the season, lack of location specific technologies, lack of time for upgrading knowledge, low number of refresher courses, lack of adequate and equitable sanitation facilities at the workplace, family related problems, domestic work, lack of time for revitalization of mind and body and lack of support from the society.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 comprehensive and well done.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, I think the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references sufficient for an research article  (27) and relatively recently (all of them is after year 2000 and 14 of them is after year 2010), I think it is good.


	

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


	Yes. The language quality are suitable for scholarly communications.


	

	Optional/General comments


	There is a problem with the references in the sense that many of them are not spelled correctly and there are spelling differences between the references in the text and in the bibliography. And some references can be found either only in the text or only in the bibliography.

I marked these inconsistencies with the red colour. I consider that the material can be published only after these corrections.
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