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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 significant for the scientific community because it addresses the training needs of pea growers for seed production in a certain District with considerable potential for pulse cultivation. The author made an honest effort to identify the knowledge gaps like seed identification, rouging and certification processes and provide actionable insights that can guide extension services, seed system development, and policy interventions. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, specific, and reflects the focus on training needs of pea growers for seed production in a defined district. 
	

	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 informative, but it seems a bit longer; some sentences are repetitive and may be summarized more elegantly. The author may replace informal sentences like how to identify seed and to differentiate from general produce with precisely like training on seed identification and differentiation from general produce. more importantly, the abstract may be concluded with a strong statement related to policy or extension relevance, for example These findings will guide KVKs in designing targeted training modules to strengthen seed production capacity among pea growers, instead of abruptly ending, i.e. could be of utmost use. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, 

however, the author may elaborate the Sampling procedure and respondent selection criteria in methodology for transparency. Further, the author has mentioned that the study was conducted in three blocks, but results show four blocks. This inconsistency is critical and must be clarified. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 References are insufficient and inconsistently cited. Some references are missing from the text, while others appear in the list but not in the text. The author may update references with recent studies (2020–2025) on seed production, farmer training, and extension systems. 

The introduction lacks adequate citations to support claims about the importance of peas, seed production challenges, and training needs to be addressed. 
	

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


	Satisfactory. Author may incorporate the suggestions made in the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is an honest and valuable effort, but the manuscript currently reads as descriptive rather than analytical. With revisions to strengthen literature engagement, clarify methodological inconsistencies, and expand policy relevance, it can make a meaningful contribution to extension research and seed system development in Uttar Pradesh.
The author has mentioned extension strengthening and climate-smart practices, but there are no concrete policy measures, for example, subsidies for certified seed, mandatory seed replacement rates, farmer field schools, and ICT-based training modules. The author may conclude with suggestions like integration with existing national programs (Seed Hub, NFSM, PMKSY, or Atma Nirbhar Bharat pulse initiatives etc.)
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