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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.


	Useful for understanding the difference in access to knowledge regarding the ARYA scheme. The manuscript proves that, while the scheme increases skills and access to income generating opportunities for rural youth in India, the general knowledge about the scheme is low among the people/youth who are not beneficiaries of the program. This means that the central government could emphasize increasing out reach about the scheme to non-beneficiaries who might then apply for the program.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive but there could be more info about the conclusion at the end of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It appears scientifically correct, however the final metric for calculating low, medium or high knowledge levels about the ARYA scheme is not clearly presented. It might be good to include a formula of how the author goes from the questionnaire replies toward calculating the aggregate knowledge level.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references appear sufficient and recent.
	

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


	There are certain grammatical errors, doubling of words or sentences missing. The manuscript should be thoroughly inspected again to eliminate the errors. But the overall English knowledge of the author appears suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the most significant issue of the article is the language errors, but they can be corrected and the article would then appear suitable for future publication.
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