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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.


	This manuscript is significant to the scientific community as it provides clear evidence of the effectiveness of skill-based training in improving knowledge of scientific goat farming practices. The study demonstrates how structured extension programs can bridge the gap between traditional practices and modern livestock technologies. Its findings support the role of training institutions in enhancing entrepreneurship, productivity, and rural livelihoods. The results also offer practical insights for policymakers and extension agencies aiming to strengthen sustainable livestock development.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A suggested alternative title is:
“Impact of Skill-Based Training Programs on Knowledge Enhancement in Scientific Goat Farming: A Case Study from Jodhpur, India.”
	

	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 covers the main components of the study, including the aim, methodology, and key findings; however, it can be improved to make it more comprehensive and precise. The study period (2024–2025) should be clearly stated in the abstract. The total number of trainees (n = 173) should also be mentioned to provide clarity on sample size. In addition, including specific statistical results (e.g., significant t-values at P < 0.01) would strengthen the scientific rigor of the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some methodological aspects need clarification to strengthen scientific rigor, such as clearer explanation of the sampling procedure, validation of the knowledge test instrument, and correction of minor inconsistencies in data presentation (e.g., score formatting and repetition in interpretation).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Suggest Additions (examples):
You may suggest including recent reviews or research articles such as:

· Studies on training impact evaluation methods, like those using pre- and post-test designs in agricultural contexts.

· Recent papers on goat production technologies and extension strategies (e.g., from journals like Small Ruminant Research or Journal of Extension).

· Recent work on youth engagement in livestock value chains and entrepreneurship.

Suggest Deletions:
· If any references are very old (e.g., >15 years) and not foundational, consider replacing them with more updated sources.

The references are relevant, but several are dated. I recommend adding more recent studies (2020–2025) on training impact assessments in livestock/agricultural settings and on goat production technologies. Including broader methodological sources on evaluation designs would also strengthen the literature base. Outdated or peripheral references could be replaced to streamline the review.


	

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


	The overall language is understandable.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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