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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community because of the following reasons: 

1. It provides empirical evidence on the multifaceted challenges faced by women Rural Agricultural Extension Officers (RAEOs) in Chhattisgarh.

2.  The paper explored agricultural extension research in India.
3.  By systematically identifying key administrative, technological, and operational constraints, the study offers a gender-sensitive perspective on institutional bottlenecks that hinder effective knowledge dissemination and rural development. 
4. The findings contribute to the academic discourse on gender and agricultural extension.
5. It serve as a practical guide for policymakers to design supportive interventions, training programs, and ICT-based solutions.
6. By incorporating the officers’ own suggestions, the paper bridges the gap between field-level realities and institutional policy, thereby promoting inclusive, efficient, and sustainable agricultural extension systems.
7. Thus, this work adds both theoretical and applied value to the fields of rural development, gender studies, and agricultural management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title “Major Constraints and Suggestions for Women Rural Agricultural Extension Officers (RAEOs) in Agricultural Extension Services of Chhattisgarh Plains” is clear and descriptive. It effectively conveys the focus of the study.
ALTERNATIVE TITLE
1. ‘Challenges and Empowerment Strategies for Women Rural Agricultural Extension Officers in the Chhattisgarh Plains’.
2. ‘Assessing Constraints and Institutional Support Needs of Women Agricultural Extension Officers in Chhattisgarh’.
	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive and effectively summarizes the study’s background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and major suggestions. It gives readers a clear overview of the research. Some suggestions are provided here to improve the abstract.

Few Suggestions

1. Add a clear objective statement early in the abstract. Adding a line such as:
“The study aimed to identify the major constraints faced by women RAEOs and to document their suggestions for improving the effectiveness of agricultural extension services.”
2. Include a brief methodological note on sampling and analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct because of the following reasons:

1. Clear research purpose:

The manuscript clearly identifies its objective.  ‘To examine the constraints faced by women Rural Agricultural Extension Officers (RAEOs) and document their suggestions for improvement ‘which is relevant and well-defined.

2. Appropriate research design:

The use of a descriptive research design and analysis through SPSS is suitable for identifying and quantifying perceived constraints and suggestions.

3. Adequate sample size and coverage:

A sample of 165 respondents across ten districts provides reasonable representation and supports generalization within the Chhattisgarh Plains Zone.

4. Comprehensive results:

The tables and analysis thoroughly present the types and magnitude of problems (administrative, technological, and operational), with proper ranking and percentage data.

5. Aligning with Prior Studies
The discussion aligns the findings with prior studies, strengthening the validity and academic grounding of the conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in manuscript are largely sufficient and fairly recent. It includes several citations from 2021–2025, which strengthens its currency and relevance. The inclusion of both Indian and international studies also reflects a balanced review of literature. 
FEW SUGGESTIONS TO IMPROVE THE REFERENCE LIST

1. Add 2–3 more recent international sources (2022–2024) focused on gender, agricultural extension, or ICT integration. This will demonstrate global linkage and strengthen literature grounding.
2. Include at least one policy-related or government report reference.
	

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


	1. The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally understandable and academically oriented. 
2. The ideas are clearly expressed.

3. The writing style can be improved for smoother readability and professional tone.
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