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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 manuscript addresses an important area of study, as agripreneurship plays a crucial role in promoting rural development, innovation, and youth employment in India. By examining the perceptions and attitudes of agricultural students in Manipur, the research provides valuable insights into how future agricultural professionals view entrepreneurial opportunities in the sector. The findings contribute to understanding the key factors—such as awareness, family background, and exposure—that shape students’ interest in agribusiness. This evidence is useful for policymakers, educators, and institutions seeking to design effective training, curriculum reforms, and support systems that can encourage youth to participate in agripreneurship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	yes, the title of the article is suitable as it accurately reflects the focus of the study and clearly states the population and variables being examined. It is specific, informative, and aligned with the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and provides a clear overview of the study’s purpose, methodology, and key findings. However, it can be further improved by including a few additional details. Specifically, the sampling method (purposive sampling) and the exact sample size (100 students) should be mentioned for clarity. The abstract would also benefit from stating the main statistical tools used, such as correlation and regression analysis. Additionally, the conclusion could be strengthened by including one or two more specific recommendations based on the study’s findings. Overall, the abstract is informative but can be made more precise and complete with these additions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is broadly scientifically correct and follows an appropriate structure, with clearly defined objectives, a relevant methodology, and suitable statistical analyses. The use of descriptive statistics, correlation, and regression is appropriate for addressing the research questions. However, certain methodological details—such as the reliability of the measurement scale, justification for the sampling method, and reporting of regression assumptions—need more elaboration to strengthen the scientific rigor. Addressing these points will enhance the clarity, transparency, and overall robustness of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references used in the manuscript are relevant, but the list would benefit from adding more recent studies published in the last 3–5 years. Including updated research on agripreneurship in India, youth entrepreneurship, and current government schemes would strengthen the literature review and provide better context. Adding recent policy documents or empirical studies from 2020 onwards is recommended.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, and the key ideas are clearly conveyed. However, a few sections would benefit from minor grammatical corrections and improved sentence flow to enhance readability. A light professional language edit is recommended to ensure clarity and consistency throughout the paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no major ethical issues observed in this manuscript. However, the authors should clearly mention the ethical approval details, including the name of the approving ethics committee and the approval/reference number. They should also specify that informed consent was obtained from all participants. Adding these details will strengthen the ethical transparency of the study.
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