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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 addresses a relevant and under-researched topic in the field of agricultural extension services. With the increasing shift towards privatization in input and advisory services, particularly in aquaculture, this study provides valuable empirical evidence from Andhra Pradesh—India’s leading shrimp-producing state. The findings contribute to understanding farmer attitudes toward private extension services, offering insights that can inform policy and development programs. The research is significant for both researchers and practitioners working in rural development, aquaculture, and extension systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content 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 generally well-written. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the methodology used (e.g., Likert scale, chi-square analysis) and highlighting key statistically significant findings. 

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology is appropriate, and the data analysis (descriptive statistics and chi-square) is adequate. Minor improvements in structure and language are suggested to enhance readability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include relevant studies. Most are recent (post-2014), with a few classic references such as Likert (1932) and Thurstone (1946). You may consider adding a few more global perspectives on privatization in extension to broaden the context. Many references are not cited
	

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


	The language is understandable but requires moderate editing to correct grammar, improve flow, and maintain academic tone. Suggested revisions have been provided in-text for clarity and conciseness.
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	Kindly mention the objective and problem statement. 

Clearly mention the statistical tools used
Many references not cited. Cite all the references
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