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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 addresses a critical gap in agricultural extension by systematically assessing the training needs of pea growers in a key pulse-producing region of India. It provides evidence-based insights that can directly inform the design of targeted training programs, thereby enhancing seed production practices, farmer livelihoods, and regional food security. 

The study is particularly important in the context of India’s persistent pulse deficit and the national push toward certified seed production. Its findings offer a replicable model for need-based agricultural training in similar agro-economic contexts, contributing valuable empirical data to the literature on participatory extension and technology adoption.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The author can consider changing the title to:

“Assessment of Training Needs among Pea Growers for Certified Seed Production in Jalaun District, Uttar Pradesh”

This emphasizes “certified” seed production, which is a central theme of the study.

	

	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 summarizes the objective, methods, key findings, and implications effectively. However, it would benefit from:

•
Briefly mentioning the methodological approach (e.g., survey of 80 farmers, use of knowledge indices and mean scores).

•
Explicitly stating the practical implication: that the results can guide KVKs in designing prioritized training modules.

•
Removing minor grammatical errors (e.g., “not interesting” → “not interested”).

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, its correct. The manuscript is scientifically sound in its approach, using appropriate scales, indices, and statistical measures (mean scores, percentages) to categorize knowledge and training needs.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. they are not sufficient but are within 10 years timeframe.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication, but there are noticeable grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and punctuation issues throughout (e.g., “farmers encouraged towards,” “unaware with,” “interesting in”). A thorough proofreading or professional editing is recommended to improve fluency and adherence to academic writing standards.

	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor revisions required before publication. The manuscript presents valuable empirical findings with clear practical implications, but it requires linguistic polishing, correction of numerical/formatting inconsistencies, cleanup of references.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No. there are no major ethical issues are apparent. The study appears to involve human participants (farmers), but there is no explicit statement regarding informed consent, confidentiality, or ethical approval.
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