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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the factors influencing job perception and performance of Assistant Technology Managers (ATMs) under the ATMA framework in North Karnataka. It highlights the critical role of professional standards and experience in enhancing the effectiveness of agricultural extension services, offering practical recommendations for improving training and support systems. The study’s findings contribute to the scientific understanding of human resource dynamics in agricultural extension, which is essential for policymakers and practitioners aiming to strengthen decentralized extension systems. This work is particularly relevant for regions with similar agricultural extension frameworks, providing a model for assessing and improving extension personnel performance.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and accurately reflects the content and scope of the manuscript.
	

	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 concise and covers the study’s aims, design, methodology, results, and conclusion effectively. However, it could be enhanced by briefly mentioning the specific professional standards (e.g., rural/urban background, ICT utilization) to provide clarity on key findings. Additionally, a sentence on the practical implications of the findings (beyond training) could strengthen its impact. No deletion is necessary.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, employing an ex-post facto research design, factor analysis with principal component analysis (PCA), and multiple regression analysis to draw robust conclusions. The methodology is well-documented, and the statistical analyses are appropriate for the research objectives. However, the manuscript could clarify the operational definitions of key variables (e.g., job perception and performance) earlier in the methodology section to enhance scientific rigor.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and include both recent (2021–2022) and foundational studies. However, the inclusion of a few international studies on job perception in agricultural extension would enrich the contextual relevance and broaden the scope.
	

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


	Overall, the English is clear and scholarly. A few sentences could benefit from minor grammatical edits or rephrasing for better readability, but the quality is generally suitable for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and provides a robust analysis of factors affecting ATMs’ job perception and performance. The use of factor analysis and regression is commendable, but the discussion could be strengthened by linking findings to broader agricultural extension literature or practical policy implications. Additionally, the figure caption for Figure 1 is missing in the document, which should be added as per the manuscript’s own guidelines. The study’s focus on professional standards and experience is a significant contribution, but elaborating on why other factors (e.g., Inner Potential, Training) were not significant could provide deeper insights.

The manuscript is scientifically robust, with a clear methodology, appropriate statistical analyses, and relevant findings. The study’s contribution to understanding ATM performance under ATMA is significant. However, minor revisions are needed to address grammatical errors, improve the abstract’s specificity, add a figure caption, and enhance the discussion by exploring non-significant factors and broader implications. These changes will elevate the manuscript’s clarity and impact for publication.
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