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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 addresses an important but often underexplored dimension of agricultural development: the job performance of women agricultural extension functionaries. By focusing on women’s contributions in extension services, the study sheds light on gender-specific challenges and opportunities within rural advisory systems, an area with significant implications for food security and sustainable agricultural growth. The findings not only provide empirical evidence from Karnataka but also offer insights that can inform policy interventions, training programs, and human resource development practices in similar contexts. Therefore, the study contributes valuable knowledge to the scientific community, especially in the domains of agricultural extension, rural development, and gender studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “Job performance of Women Agriculture Extension Functionaries” is clear and directly reflects the main theme of the paper. However, it could be made more precise and engaging by highlighting the study’s context (Karnataka) and focus (assessment of performance levels).

Here are a few alternative suggestions:

1. “Assessing the Job Performance of Women Agricultural Extension Functionaries in Karnataka”

2. “Job Performance of Women Extension Functionaries: Evidence from Shivamogga and Chikkamagalur Districts, Karnataka”

3. “Evaluating the Performance of Women in Agricultural Extension Services: A Case Study 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 provides a good overview of the study, covering the research purpose, methodology, key findings, and implications. However, there are a few areas where improvements could strengthen its clarity and comprehensiveness. First, the research design and sample details (ex-post facto design, 120 respondents) could be stated more concisely to improve readability. Second, the results section in the abstract lists many percentages, which may overwhelm the reader; instead, it would be clearer to highlight only the most significant trends (e.g., “the majority demonstrated medium-level performance across most components”). Finally, the conclusion could be sharpened by explicitly linking the findings to broader implications for policy, training, and gender equity in agricultural extension. Overall, I recommend simplifying the numerical details and emphasizing the study’s and practical relevance.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, as it follows a clear research design (ex-post facto), uses an appropriate sampling method, and applies standard statistical tools such as mean, standard deviation, frequency, and percentage to analyze the data. The results are logically presented in tables with corresponding interpretations, which enhances transparency. However, the study is largely descriptive in nature, and the absence of advanced statistical tests (e.g., correlation, regression, or hypothesis testing) limits the strength of causal inferences. Additionally, while the methodology is appropriate, more detail on validity and reliability of the measurement tools would strengthen the scientific rigor. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct but could benefit from methodological refinement to increase its robustness.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list includes relevant sources related to job performance and agricultural extension, but many of them are theses and dissertations, with only a few peer-reviewed journal articles. Furthermore, several citations are relatively dated (2013–2018), with limited inclusion of very recent literature beyond 2022. To strengthen the manuscript, I recommend incorporating more current, peer-reviewed studies on women in agricultural extension, job performance assessment, and gender in rural advisory services. For instance, articles from journals such as Journal of Agricultural Education and Extension, Gender, Technology and Development, or World Development could provide stronger theoretical and empirical grounding. Including recent global perspectives (e.g., FAO, IFPRI, or World Bank reports on women in agriculture and extension services) would also enhance the relevance and credibility of the study.


	

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


	The manuscript is written in understandable English, and the main ideas are communicated clearly. However, the language quality does not fully meet the standards of scholarly communication. There are several grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and repetitions that affect the flow and readability of the text. For example, phrases such as “as in depicted Table 2 second indicator was name as education activates” should be corrected for clarity. I recommend a thorough language editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and academic style. This would enhance the overall professionalism and readability of the paper.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic is relevant and timely, and the study adds value by focusing on women agricultural extension functionaries, which is an under-researched area. The research design is appropriate, and the results are presented systematically. However, the manuscript requires revision before publication. Key areas for improvement include strengthening the methodological rigor (e.g., addressing validity/reliability, using more robust statistical analysis), improving the quality of English language and academic style, and updating the references with more recent and peer-reviewed sources. With these revisions, the paper could make a meaningful contribution to the literature on agricultural extension and gender studies
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no apparent major ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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