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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 important as it provides empirical, quantitative evidence of the positive economic impact of KVK agricultural training programs, directly addressing a research gap in the Bidar region. It offers actionable insights for policymakers and extension services to design more effective rural livelihood programs. Furthermore, it highlights the role of diversification and value-addition in enhancing farm profitability and sustainability, contributing to the broader literature on agricultural extension and rural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not, please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title "Economic Impact of KVK Interventions on Farmer Income in Bidar District of Karnataka" is clear, accurate, and suitable. 
	

	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. It clearly outlines the aims, design, location, methodology, key results, and conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound for its purpose. It follows a logical research structure, employs a standard evaluation methodology transparently, and its conclusions are justified by the data presented. The considerations above are common points for refinement in social science/agricultural economics research but do not constitute scientific error in the current draft.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript would benefit from including more recent references. While the existing citations are sufficient in covering the core themes of KVK impact and farmer income, the majority were published between 2010 and 2020. To enhance the literature review's currency and align with contemporary discourse in agricultural extension economics, it is recommended to incorporate 2-3 studies published between 2020 and 2024. Suitable additions could include recent state-specific evaluations of KVK economic outcomes, analyses of profitability in soybean seed production or millet value chains, or contemporary reviews on the economics of climate-resilient agricultural practices promoted by extension services.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are noticeable areas where improvements in clarity, grammar, and academic tone would enhance readability and professionalism.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a valuable and well-structured study that makes a concrete contribution to the field of agricultural extension by providing clear, quantitative evidence of the positive economic impact of KVK training programs. The methodological approach is sound and transparent, and the findings are compelling and directly relevant to policy and practice aimed at improving rural livelihoods. To strengthen the work further, I recommend incorporating a brief discussion on the study's limitations—such as the use of purposive sampling and the potential influence of external factors—and adding a few more recent references to contextualize the findings within the latest scholarly discourse. With minor revisions to language clarity and the suggestions above, this manuscript will be an excellent candidate for publication in a peer-reviewed journal focused on agricultural economics, rural development, or extension education.
The manuscript is strong in its core methodology and findings but requires polishing in language, recent references, and the addition of standard scholarly section (limitations) before final publication
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There is no evidence of ethical misconduct. The study appears ethically sound in its design and execution. However, to align with current scholarly publishing standards, the authors should add a brief, explicit ethics statement confirming informed consent and, if applicable, institutional ethical review. This is a minor but important step for formal publication.
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