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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 an important gap in understanding the training needs of women Rural Agricultural Extension Officers (RAEOs), a group that plays a vital role in promoting inclusive agricultural development. By identifying priority areas such as ICT, cooperative marketing, and sustainable farming practices, the study provides actionable insights for strengthening extension systems in India and similar contexts. The findings are highly relevant for policymakers, extension trainers, and development agencies seeking to design gender-responsive and demand-driven capacity-building programs. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable. It clearly conveys the focus of the study on the training needs of women Rural Agricultural Extension Officers and links it to capacity building in agricultural extension services within the Chhattisgarh Plains.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the objectives, methodology, results, and key conclusions of the study. 

Suggested minor improvement: The abstract could be slightly strengthened by adding 1–2 sentences on the practical implications of the findings.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
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	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent.

Optional suggestion: The authors may consider including additional references on gender-responsive extension approaches and digital agriculture from international contexts (e.g., FAO or World Bank reports), which could further broaden the global relevance of the study. 
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	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication.
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