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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.


	The importance cannot be neglected as it emphasizes on extension agents’ characterization working throughout the district.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title looks plausible. I don’t have any comments in this.
	

	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.


	I see that abstract is comprehend, but I have couple of suggestions. There are few grammatical errors like “were belongs” – should be ‘belonged’. I suggest you give a sentence of one or two ending with conclusion. Like what are the findings likely to suggest.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically speaking, the manuscript is correct. It has all the components in place where it should be. However, I strongly suggest you maintain a flow of ideas within the manuscript. For instance, when you conclude something, you write in the present tense. Or go with “might be/ because of”.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are okay. It’s better if you can reference articles published within 15 years only.
	

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


	Language is okay but I strongly suggest writer to go through legal grammar corrections applications before submitting. There are few errors in grammar throughout the manuscript.
	

	Optional/General comments


	I think, in overall, the manuscript is good. It needs some work on improving the flow and grammar in the paragraphs.
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