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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	The importance of this manuscript lies in its empirical study of the socio-economic, communication, psychological, and managerial abilities of women in farmer groups within the context of Farmer Interest Groups in Meghalaya a region in which women are vital components of both food production and nutrition. The study adds to the growing body of knowledge regarding Farming Systems for Nutrition through documentation of essential baseline information needed for the design of specific interventions in developing hilly areas. As digital literacy and UAV-data interpretation ability represent an increasingly new area of research for smallholder women farmers, the study provides timely insights into this field. Due to their relevance to both women’s empowerment and policy priorities related to nutrition-sensitive agriculture, the findings of this study will contribute to both the academic and practical applications of development agencies and local government entities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title adequately describes the breadth and focus of the studies examined.

Optional Title Clarification:

"Socioeconomic, Communication, Psychological and Managerial Capacity Assessment of Women Farmer Groups in Ri Bhoi District of Meghalaya."
	

	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 mostly clear and outlines the intent of the study, methods used, and major findings. However, there are several issues:

It needs to clearly outline the study design (e.g. "descriptive survey research design").

Statistical analyses can be summarized; therefore, it is unnecessary to list every single analysis (e.g. frequency and percent).

The introduction to UAV related skills, although present, is not thoroughly incorporated into the conclusions; this should be done so they are more cohesive.

It is advisable to add one or two sentences outlining the implications of the study for policy and the extension system.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Generally, the manuscript presents logical results, is scientifically correct and uses appropriate descriptive statistics to analyze the data. However, there are several issues that need to be resolved:

Lack of detailed methodology descriptions—specifically, sampling technique, time frame of the data collection, validation of the survey tool, and justification for K-means clustering.

Interpretation of Results sometimes simply repeats the values in the tables without providing deeper insights or statistical meaning.

Findings of the study and prior literature in the discussion section are not clearly linked.

There is no explanation as to how the psychological constructs (e.g. "the ability to derive insights from UAV data") were quantitatively measured or validated.

Although these omissions do not negate the validity of the study, revisions to enhance the scientific rigor of the study are necessary.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly current and pertinent, and include studies from 2022–2025. Some minor issues exist:

Some references (e.g. NFHS, PRB) should indicate the date of last access.

Additional foundational citations on women's empowerment or extension contact could strengthen the conceptual framework.

Optional additions (not required):

Ragasa, C., et al. (Gender and Agricultural Extension Services).

FAO (2011). The Role of Women in Agriculture.


	

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


	The study is readable, however, due to numerous instances of run-on sentences, inconsistent tenses, and occasional grammatical errors and awkward wording, an editor is recommended. Additionally, the results sections of some studies are excessively descriptive and could be greatly condensed for readability. Refining the language will increase clarity and the scholarly nature of the study.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are informative; however, the tables could be standardized in terms of formatting (alignment, percent formatting, elimination of redundant decimals).

Definitions for all acronyms should be included upon the first use of each (FIG, FSN, UAV).

Discussion should provide greater insight into the implications of the study for nutrition-sensitive agriculture and the FSN approach.

A limitations section should be added; this is important for transparency.

Consider making the conclusion more action oriented.

The manuscript addresses an important issue and is primarily well structured; however, the manuscript requires moderate improvement in the descriptions of methodology, clarity of writing, and connecting the study’s findings to prior literature in the discussion section.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

None. However, the manuscript did not state if informed consent was obtained, if participation was voluntary, or if institutional ethics approval was obtained; this should be stated to adhere to publication requirements
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