Review Form 3


	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJAEES_150357

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Knowledge level of Rural Youth towards ARYA Scheme: A comparative Study of Beneficiaries and Non-beneficiaries in Kaushambi District of Uttar Pradesh

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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	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 study is important because it sheds light on how rural youth perceive and understand the ARYA scheme, highlighting the differences between those who have benefited and those who haven’t. It helps uncover gaps in awareness, providing guidance for improving program support. The findings offer valuable insights for policymakers and development practitioners to better engage and empower young people. In short, it helps us see how knowledge shapes youth participation in development initiatives.
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	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 clear and provides useful data on beneficiaries and non-beneficiaries of the ARYA scheme. It could be improved by making the sentences more concise, ensuring consistent presentation of percentages, and clarifying that the respondents are rural youth. Adding brief details on which aspects of the scheme are less understood and slightly expanding the keywords would make it more informative and reader-friendly. Overall, it effectively highlights key findings and implications.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically solid, with a clear methodology, reliable data, and well-supported conclusions. With some minor improvements in language clarity, brief inclusion of statistical details, and a more concise discussion, it would be even stronger and more publication-ready.
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	The references cited are generally relevant and include some recent studies, which support the context and discussion well. However, a few more recent and focused studies on youth engagement in agriculture, agri-entrepreneurship, and skill development programs (especially post-2022) could strengthen the manuscript’s literature base. Including studies on the effectiveness of similar schemes or comparative analyses from other Indian states or developing countries would provide additional depth and context.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally clear and understandable, making the research easy to follow. Some sentences are a bit long or repetitive, and there are minor grammatical and phrasing issues. With a careful review to simplify sentences, smooth transitions, and ensure consistent terminology, the language would be fully suitable for scholarly communication.
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