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Please write a few sentences regarding the

importance of this manuscript for the scientific

community. Why do you like (or dislike) this

manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be

required for this part.

The manuscript has a meaning, | like it. | prefer to support it with a strong recommendation of revising it deeply....

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The title is good however it can be slightly improved to catch key aspect of the study

My suggestion: Participation and Challenges of Rural Youth in Agribusiness Ventures: A Case Study of Agripreneurs
in Haryana, or

Experience of Rural Youth in Agribusiness Ventures: A Case Study of Agripreneurs in Haryana
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you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some
points in this section? Please write your
suggestions here.

It needs revision; however, this comes better after reviewing/revising all other sections

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
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Methodology;

how does the study area differs from other regarding the selection criteria

The sample needs to reflect a scientific method, in qualitative studies, usually samples are calculated, please check
what you need to do compared to the situation in place

The data collection tool needs more than what is given, try to read other studies and see how tools are
selected/constructed

Data collection process; needs to be described as well as data collectors, ethics involved etc....

Results

The whole section of presenting the results need a strong revision in terms of restructuring

Can this study with describing the characteristics of the participants-what are their characteristics then?

What are the variables to explain the participation, what the variables to explain the challenges etc....

What main component of this section: participation, challenges, experience, motivation, involved activities etc....
Frankly speaking, the manuscript has a lot of information which can be used to give good and well-structured paper,
kindly strategies to revise and improve
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Minor REVISION comments Not minor revisions, | find them major by looking at the methodology and the findings: The study should show the objectives

and then align everything (methods and mostly the findings with objectives)
Is the language/English quality of the article
suitable for scholarly communications?

Optional/General comments It is very important to take another look at the methodology as one most important section of the manuscript
The findings and discussion needs strong revision, this can be in a different way to increase the flow of ideas and strengths of
the study
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