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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.


	A paper that addresses how the socio-personal, socio-economic, and entrepreneurial profiles of agripreneurs differ across these two states, and how these characteristics relate to their training needs, is of considerable significance for both academic scholarship and policy design. There is need to explore such knowledge as it enables training institutions and extension agencies to calibrate their curricula, delivery modes, and post-training support mechanisms to the specific realities of each region. Subsequently, study is designed to compare agripreneurs of Uttarakhand and Punjab across a comprehensive range of profile variables and to examine the determinants of their perceived training needs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the topic must capture the direction of the paper. 

This may be adopted: Impact of Value Addition and Food Processing on Farmers’ Income for Sustainable Agricultural Development Economic through Extension Programmes: An Empirical Review

	

	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 does not explicitly show the purpose of the study, methodological approach, and well outlined findings or results. Too much technical or statistical report is not needed

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	More need to be done. The tables are not properly done. Recast and ensure the reflect what is intended. Particularly, items in  ‘Table 1’ are not properly stated serially. 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are void of doi and or appropriate links. More recent citations should be used. Perhaps, overreliance on pre-prints. There is need for consistency in that section.
	

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


	Fair but Proper paragraphing and punctuations should be used to separate thoughts and or theme within each section. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The thoughts and discourse must flow towards the objective(s) and state.  In-text bolding and too many hyphens are not appropriate. 
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