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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 is highly important to the scientific community, especially within the fields of agricultural extension, rural development, and institutional performance analysis. By synthesizing empirical evidence from multiple studies conducted across India, the paper highlights the multi-dimensional constraints faced by Subject Matter Specialists (SMSs) working in Krishi Vigyan Kendras (KVKs)—critical institutions responsible for technology dissemination and farmer capacity building. Understanding these constraints is vital for improving the efficiency of extension systems, strengthening technology transfer, and enhancing agricultural resilience in the face of climate change and market pressures. The manuscript also identifies actionable policy areas, making it valuable for policymakers, researchers, and extension managers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable. It is clear, descriptive, and accurately reflects the core focus of the manuscript. No changes are required.
	

	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 clearly outlines the context, objectives, methodology, key findings, and significance. It would enhance the quality of the paper, if the author includes 
a short clarification about the selection criteria for the eight reviewed studies to increase methodological transparency. Otherwise, the abstract is well-written and complete.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. The literature review is systematic, the analysis is logically organized, and the discussion accurately synthesizes patterns across studies. The classification of constraints into technological, administrative, socioeconomic, personal, and ICT-related dimensions is appropriate and grounded in evidence. Tables and derived percentages enhance clarity and scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and include recent works up to 2023. The manuscript effectively uses articles, institutional documents, and ICAR resources.
I suggest that the author must use a standardize citation style throughout the reference list for consistency.
	

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


	Yes, the language is clear, academic, and appropriate for scholarly communication. Some sentences could be shortened to reduce repetition, but overall the writing is coherent and well-polished.
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