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	Reviewer’s comment

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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it contributes to the limited body of research on women agricultural extension functionaries, exploring an area that is often overlooked in extension studies. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear but could be made more specific and engaging. Suggested alternative:

Job Performance of Women Agricultural Extension Functionaries: Evidence from Karnataka
	

	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 comprehensive, covering objectives, methodology, results, and conclusion. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the interpretation of results is aligned with the data presented. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are not sufficient and not very recent a few are somewhat dated (2013, 2016). The reference need more recent support and provided by more citations. Including more recent studies (2020–2024) on women in agricultural extension, gender roles in rural advisory services would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires refinement. There are minor grammatical errors. 
Examples: 

google forms” should be “Google Forms”

Word choice/typos:

Example: “fist indicator” should be “first indicator”; “trails” should be “trials.”
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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