[bookmark: _Toc201300134]Table 1: Distribution of respondents based on the education level in Rautahat district, 2024 
	Education Level
	Men (%)
	Women (%)
	Total (%)

	Primary
	8.42
	13.45
	21.87

	Secondary
	33.41
	17.22
	50.63

	Higher Secondary
	16
	11.5
	27.5



Table 2: Distribution of respondents based on the type of farming in Rautahat district, 2024 
	Type of farming
	Men (%)
	Women (%)
	Total (%)

	Subsistence
	0.5
	0.9
	1.4

	Commercial
	35.57
	23.4
	58.97

	Mixed
	18.49
	21.14
	39.63



[bookmark: _Toc201300136]Table 3: Distribution of respondents based on farming experience and land allocation in Rautahat district
	Variables
	Mean
	Standard deviation

	Years of paddy seed production (Years)
	3.53
	2.22

	Area of paddy seed production (Hectare)
	0.44
	0.19

	Farming Experience (Years)
	13.6
	6.24



Table 4: Distribution of respondents based on the socioeconomic and participatory characteristics in Rautahat district
	Variables
	Description of Variables
	Percentage

	Ethnicity of respondents
	Brahmin
	Men
	22.66

	
	
	Women
	19.3

	
	Chhetri
	Men
	13.36

	
	
	Women
	8.01

	
	Janajati
	Men
	1.7

	
	
	Women
	4.89

	
	Madhesi
	Men
	15.75

	
	
	Women
	14.33

	Income in lakhs of respondents (Rs.)
	0-5
	Men
	7.17

	
	
	Women
	8.67

	
	5-10
	Men
	19.78

	
	
	Women
	20.15

	
	10-15
	Men
	27.56

	
	
	Women
	16.67

	Age of respondents
	Economically active population
	Men
	53.56

	
	
	Women
	44.16

	
	Economically inactive population
	Men
	1.38

	
	
	Women
	0.9

	Frequency of participation in meetings of respondents
	Whenever conducted
	Men
	23.44

	
	
	Women
	8.22

	
	Sometimes
	Men
	26.59

	
	
	Women
	20.18

	
	Never
	Men
	6.08

	
	
	Women
	15.49



Table 5: Gender differences in attitudes toward extension services among paddy seed growers, Rautahat district, 2024.
	Gender
	N
	Mean Rank
	Median (IQR)
	Mann-Whitney U
	Z
	p
	Effect Size(r)

	Men
	150
	124.53
	2.73 (2.64–2.91)
	7355.0
	-2.097
	.036*
	-0.13

	Women
	115
	144.04
	2.82 (2.64–3.00)
	
	
	
	

	Total
	265
	
	
	
	
	
	


*p < .05
Table 6: Gender differences in perceptions of access to extension services across five dimensions, Rautahat district, 2024.
	Dimension
	Gender
	N
	Mean Rank
	Median (IQR)
	Mann-Whitney U
	Z
	p
	Effect Size (r)

	Accessibility
	Men
	150
	160.71
	3.00(2.75-3.25)
	4468.000
	-6.871
	.000***
	-0.42

	
	Women
	115
	96.85
	3.00(2.75-3.25)
	
	
	
	

	Availability
	Men
	150
	188.06
	3.75(3.25-4.00)
	366.000
	-13.471
	.000***
	-0.83

	
	Women
	115
	61.18
	2.25(2.00-2.50)
	
	
	
	

	Acceptability
	Men
	150
	164.37
	3.00(3.00-3.25)
	3919.000
	-8.007
	.000***
	-0.49

	
	Women
	115
	92.08
	2.75(2.50-3.25)
	
	
	
	

	Affordability
	Men
	150
	109.38
	1.50(1.00-1.50)
	5082.000
	-6.618
	.000***
	-0.41

	
	Women
	115
	163.81
	1.50(1.50-2.00)
	
	
	
	

	Accommodation
	Men
	150
	97.24
	3.00(3.00-3.25)
	3261.500
	-9.037
	.000***
	-0.56

	
	Women
	115
	179.64
	2.75(2.75-3.00)
	
	
	
	




***p < .001. Higher mean rank indicates more favorable perception on that dimension. Effect size r = Z/√N, where N = 265 (Cohen's guidelines: r ≈ 0.1 small, 0.3 medium, 0.5 large).

[bookmark: _Toc192372496][bookmark: _Toc201300146]Table 7: Percent position and Garrett values for barrier ranking of women farmers in Rautahat district, 2024
	S.N.
	100(Rij -0.5)/Nj
	Calculated value
	Garrett value

	1
	100(1-0.5)/11
	4.5
	83

	2
	100(2-0.5)/11
	13.6
	72

	3
	100(3-0.5)/11
	22.7
	65

	4
	100(4-0.5)/11
	31.8
	59

	5
	100(5-0.5)/11
	40.9
	55

	6
	100(6-0.5)/11
	50
	50

	7
	100(7-0.5)/11
	59.1
	45

	8
	100(8-0.5)/11
	68.2
	41

	9
	100(9-0.5)/11
	77.3
	35

	10
	100(10-0.5)/11
	86.4
	28

	11
	100(11-0.5)/11
	95.4
	17



[bookmark: _Hlk232509252]Table 8: Garrett ranking of barriers to women's access to extension services by gender, Rautahat district, 2024
	[bookmark: _Hlk232509302]Barriers 
	Men: Garrett Score
	Men: Garrett Score
	Women: Garrett Score
	Women: Garrett Score

	
	
	
	
	

	Socio-cultural barriers
	833.6
	V
	461.5
	IX

	Limited mobility
	608.1
	VII
	543
	VI

	Time and workload constraints
	730
	VI
	539.3
	VII

	Limited access to information and resources
	448.27
	IX
	576.6
	III

	Financial limitations
	362.45
	XI
	592.1
	II

	Language barriers
	906.1
	III
	523.6
	VIII

	Limited decision-making power
	927.73
	I
	571.73
	V

	Lack of women extension workers

	476.3
	VIII
	603.1
	I

	Safety concerns
	870.73
	IV
	419.45
	X

	Household workload
	925.1
	II
	575.5
	IV

	Inadequate service customization for women
	411.6
	X
	336.6
	XI




