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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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific community by providing empirical, valuable insights into the constraints faced by both Sarpanches and Deputy Sarpanches, a comparative analysis often overlooked in existing literature. The findings provide critical evidence for policymakers and development professionals at the grassroots level, which is crucial for understanding the challenges of decentralisation. Consequently, this study also provides valuable insights for designing targeted interventions into rural governance dynamics in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and relevant, but could be concise for greater impact. An alternative title could be “Strengthening Rural Governance: A Study on Analysing Constraints and Strategies for Panchayat Leaders”
	

	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, clearly presenting the study's context, methodology and key findings. To further enhance its readability, the keywords should be distinct and not simply repeat words from the title.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct based on the content provided in the document. 

1. The study has explicitly stated well-defined objectives.

2. The methodology is well structured and includes detailed information.

3. The study thoroughly analysed the data and presented it nicely. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes relevant references from recent sources. However, it seems somewhat limited and could benefit from the inclusion of more diverse sources to enhance the scientific depth and relevance of the study.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are clear, concise, and suitable for publication in a scholarly communication. However, a little proofreading is required to ensure fluency.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant and critical topic, and it is well-structured, with clear objectives, a sound methodology and key findings. However, some areas require strengthening to improve the quality and readability of the manuscripts.
1. To strengthen the Introduction, it is recommended to incorporate a more comprehensive literature review and to clearly articulate the research gap.
2. The rationale for choosing the study area (Navsari district in South Gujarat) should be justified.

3. Although frequency and percentage analyses are appropriate for exploratory studies, incorporating additional statistical tests or analytical methods would add greater depth and robustness to the findings.
4. In the Results section, rather than merely presenting percentages, interpreting the findings considering more recent studies would greatly enhance the impact and scholarly value of the manuscript.

5. In Figure 1, the full forms of ‘VP’ and ‘resp.’ should be mentioned to enhance clarity and reader comprehension.
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