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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 theme of the manuscript is no doubt quite relevant for the scientific community. However, the rationale or process for selection of variables was not discussed at all. The variables were not defined operationally. Interview Schedule, used for data collection seems to be insubstantial. It seems that justifications/analyses of data were inferred without any bases. For example reasons for high/medium/low Academic development etc. were discussed without obtaining any data from the respondents.
Contribution of Advisory Services could not be established in the article. Implying thereby that the results/findings could not be attributed to the Advisory System.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
Title should have full form of PJTAU i.e. Professor Jayashankar Telangana Agricultural University
	

	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 was also inconclusive. Contribution of Advisory Services could not be established in the abstract as well. Implying thereby that the results/findings could not be attributed to the Advisory System.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Many lacunae are found in the data analysis and data interpretation.
A comparative analysis between the students provided and not provided Advisory System would have justified the results of the study. The study does not show any impact of the advisory System on the variables
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No recent studies or journals were referred by the author. The most recent one is of 2013. Much water has flown under the bridge since 2013. Author may update the manuscript with some latest studies.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Language editing may be done using Language Editing Software for spacing and spelling
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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