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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 manuscript presents an impactful and contextually relevant study focusing on rural youth skill development through food processing training in Kota, Rajasthan. This study is important for the scientific community, as it addresses a practical gap in rural entrepreneurship and demonstrates the effectiveness of vocational training in generating self-employment. The systematic approach, supported by empirical data, has implications for policy makers, training institutions, and rural development programmes across India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise but if you will add location, it will be more clear.
	

	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 effectively summarizes the aim, methodology, and findings of the study. However, grammatical issues should be corrected. You can rephrase for better clarity and grammar.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust. It clearly presents objectives, methodology, findings, and references current literature. Suggesting you to use some scientific words to enhance the manuscript. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are comprehensive and include recent studies (till 2023). Some sources are duplicated (e.g., Davis, Babu & Ragasa, 2020 cited twice). These should be checked and edited. Alphabetically sorting needed.  
	

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


	Generally understandable, but the manuscript would benefit from thorough proofreading. There are grammatical issues, repetition, and punctuation errors throughout the text.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are clear and relevant.

· Methodology is well described and appropriate for the study objectives.

· Ensure consistent formatting and use of terminologies throughout (e.g., PMKY vs. PMKVY).

· Consider merging the “Conclusion” and “Recommendations” into a final “Conclusion and Way Forward” section for clarity.

· Procedure wise pictures could be added to make manuscript more authentic.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues detected.
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