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PART 1 (Importance of the manuscript)
	
	Comments of the Reviewers
	Author’s Feedback 



	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 addresses an important issue related to youth participation in agriculture and rural development. The study highlights the role of youth perception in influencing agricultural participation and employment generation. The manuscript is relevant for policymakers, researchers, and development agencies working in agricultural development and youth employment.
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	Is the title of the article suitable?

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? 

If your answer is NO, please provide a brief, clear suggestion for improvement.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? 

If your answer is NO, please provide clear suggestion for improvement.
	No. The references are old. Recent studies should be included.
	

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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(If yes, kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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