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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.


	The paper highlights training constraints of farm women in crop production technologies, a vital but less explored area. Findings are useful for policymakers, extension workers and development planners to design inclusive, gender-sensitive training programmes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear and appropriate. However, for better readability, it could be shortened slightly to:

“Training Constraints and Suggestions of Farm Women in Crop Production: Evidence from Jhansi District, U.P.”.
	

	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 informative but could be made more concise. It presently repeats some methodological details (e.g., purposive block selection, College of Agriculture reference). Instead, it should focus more on key findings and implications. Suggestion: Retain problem ranking and major suggestions but reduce background details.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Study design, sample size and statistical tools are appropriate. Results are clearly presented and logically interpreted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Relevant and adequate, but adding a few more recent (post-2020) sources, especially on women in agriculture, would strengthen the literature.
	

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


	Understandable, but needs minor editing for grammar and fluency (e.g., “unavailability of convince” → “unavailability of conveyance”).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are good; captions could be slightly more descriptive.

Conclusion could briefly add policy implications, such as integrating flexible timing, local delivery, and audiovisual aids into government training schemes.
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