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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 manuscript provides a relevant contribution to the scientific community, particularly in the field of agricultural entrepreneurship and rural capacity development. The study highlights the role of institutional skill training programs in encouraging individuals to develop entrepreneurial interest and readiness to initiate agribusiness ventures. In addition, the research offers empirical insights into how socio-economic factors, such as income level and land ownership, influence entrepreneurial decision-making. The findings are valuable for researchers, policymakers, and educational and extension institutions seeking to design more effective training initiatives that support the development of sustainable agripreneurship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate as it reflects the focus of the study on the role of skill training in promoting entrepreneurship within the context of Kerala Agricultural University. The title clearly indicates the topic and scope of the research. However, it could be slightly simplified to improve clarity, for example: “The Role of Institutional Skill Training in Agripreneurship Development: A Study at Kerala Agricultural University”


	

	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 of this article is generally quite complete as it includes the research objectives, the methods used, the main findings, and the implications of the study. The structure is also clear, allowing readers to easily understand the overall scope and purpose of the research. However, several aspects could still be improved. First, the research objective should be stated more explicitly at the beginning of the abstract to make the focus of the study clearer. Second, the methods section could be summarized by including only the most essential information, such as the research approach, number of respondents, and data collection techniques. Third, some statistical figures that are presented in too much detail could be simplified to make the abstract more concise and easier to read. Finally, the abstract would be stronger if the concluding part more clearly emphasized the main contribution of the study or its practical implications for the development of entrepreneurship in the agricultural sector.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript can be considered scientifically sound, as it employs a clear research approach, structured data collection methods, and analysis supported by relevant scientific references. The study also presents the relationships between socio-economic variables and entrepreneurial decision-making in a systematic manner through correlation analysis, providing empirical support for the findings presented. However, several aspects could still be improved to strengthen its scientific rigor. The explanation of the conceptual framework or theoretical basis linking skill training with the decision to start a business could be further elaborated. In addition, the interpretation of the correlation results should be presented more cautiously to avoid implying a strong causal relationship. Finally, including a discussion of the study’s limitations would provide a more balanced understanding of the findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references used in this manuscript are adequate and relevant to the research topic, particularly regarding agricultural entrepreneurship, skill training, and the role of institutions in agripreneurship development. Many of the cited sources come from credible academic publications and international organizations such as FAO and OECD, which support the theoretical and empirical foundations of the study. However, some of the references are relatively dated, and it would be beneficial to include more recent literature (for example, from 2022–2025) related to developments in agripreneurship, entrepreneurship training in the agricultural sector, and the role of extension or institutional training systems. Recent studies highlight that agribusiness training and entrepreneurship development programs can significantly improve participants’ business skills, income opportunities, and economic resilience in rural areas. Therefore, the authors are encouraged to incorporate several recent references from international journals or reputable institutional reports to further strengthen the theoretical framework and discussion of the study.


	

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


	Overall, the quality of English in the manuscript is fairly good and generally understandable for scientific communication. The authors have used appropriate academic terminology and relatively clear sentence structures to explain the research objectives, methods, and findings. However, several sections still require improvement to enhance clarity and consistency. Some sentences are overly long, and certain aspects of grammar and punctuation need refinement. In addition, a few repetitive expressions could be simplified to make the writing more concise. Therefore, it is recommended that the manuscript undergo further language editing or proofreading to ensure that the English fully meets the standards of international scientific communication.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript addresses an important and relevant topic concerning the role of skill training in promoting entrepreneurship in the agricultural sector. The study provides useful empirical insights into how socio-economic factors may influence individuals’ decisions to start a business after participating in training programs. The presentation of the data and the overall structure of the article are fairly systematic, allowing readers to follow the flow of the study clearly. Nevertheless, several aspects could still be improved, such as clarifying the research objectives, strengthening the theoretical foundation, and refining the language to make the writing more concise and consistent. Adding a few more recent references would also help strengthen the discussion and the academic contribution of the study. With these improvements, the manuscript has the potential to make a more meaningful contribution to the study of entrepreneurship in the agricultural sector.

This manuscript addresses a relevant topic and is supported by reasonably clear empirical data. The structure of the article is systematic, and the research methodology used is appropriate for the study’s objectives. However, several aspects still need improvement, such as strengthening the theoretical framework, refining the English writing, and adding more recent references. Therefore, the manuscript is best recommended for major revision before it can be considered for publication.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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