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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	Key Improvements:
1. Clarity in Terms: The original version contained some awkward phrasing (e.g., "the area under marginal, small, and semi-medium landholding categories in the year 2015-16 has recorded an increase..."), which could be made more concise for easier understanding.

2. Grammar and Punctuation: Some sentences lacked clarity or were too long. For instance, the sentence "Livestock husbandry is essential for producing food resources and revenue, especially for breeds suited for arid settings" could be refined for better flow and readability.

3. Consistency in Data: It would be helpful to use consistent phrasing when reporting data. For example, "576 mm of rainfall annually" is more precise and consistent than saying "576 mm of rainfall on average each year."

4. Context and Structure: Consider breaking down some of the longer sentences into shorter, more digestible pieces. This will improve readability while still retaining the original content.

5. Rewording for Fluidity: Certain phrases could be reworded to ensure smoother transitions between sentences and ideas for improved overall flow.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A more engaging and informative title could be: "Profiling Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs) in Rajasthan: Insights into Their Impact and Operations"
This title provides more context, emphasizing both the profile and the insights into their operations and impact.


	

	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 provided abstract is well-written but can be improved for clarity, precision, and flow. First, the term "30 sample sizes" could be rephrased to "a sample of 30 FPCs" for better clarity. The phrase “up to 50 lakh INR” and “ranging between 5.1 to 9.9 lakh INR” should be consistent, so it has been revised to "ranging from 5.1 lakh to 9.9 lakh INR" to enhance clarity. Additionally, the sentence "30% of board members being female" is clearer when stated as "30 percent of board members are female." Regarding leadership, the phrase "The profile of CEOs indicates that 70 percent have up to 7.5 years of experience" has been reworded to make it more concise and clear. Finally, minor adjustments have been made to improve the flow and structure of the abstract, such as using “The study also identifies” rather than “The study identifies garlic.” These changes ensure that the abstract is more precise and maintains a logical flow of information, improving both its readability and consistency.
Key word are missing for the study. However, here are my suggested five key words that would enhance the searchability and relevance of the study:

1. Smallholder Farmers
2. Agricultural Development
3. Community Engagement
4. Gender Diversity
5. Economic Impact
These keywords capture the core themes of the study, highlighting the focus on smallholder farmers, community involvement, gender diversity, and the broader agricultural and economic impact of Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs) in Rajasthan.

Introduction:


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Below are the key points to address:
1. Clarity of Terms:

· In the first sentence, you mention "Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs)," but later refer to "Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs)." Please ensure consistency in terminology throughout the methodology. If the study focuses on FPCs, it is important to use this term consistently.

2. Sampling Method:

· The sentence "A total of 30 working NABARD-sponsored Farmer Producer Companies were selected based on the diversity of their business activities" could benefit from further explanation. It would be helpful to clarify why these specific FPCs were selected beyond their diversity of activities. Additionally, how is diversity being measured (e.g., by the size of the company, types of crops, geographic location)? Please expand on this for clarity.

3. Sampling Process:

· The methodology mentions a "proportional" approach, but it is unclear what this refers to. Does it refer to the proportional representation of different business activities or the geographic diversity of FPCs? Please provide more details about the selection criteria to strengthen this part of the methodology.

4. Data Analysis:

· "Tabular analysis" is mentioned, but it would be helpful to provide more details. How were the data presented in tables (e.g., frequencies, percentages, etc.)? Did you use any statistical tools or software (e.g., SPSS, Excel)? Elaborating on this will give readers a better understanding of the depth of the data analysis process.

5. Missing Information:

· Primary Data Collection: The methodology does not specify how the primary data was collected. Was it through surveys, structured interviews, or field observations? Including this information would make the methodology clearer and more complete.

· Ethical Considerations: It would be valuable to mention any ethical guidelines followed during the study, such as consent from participants, confidentiality of data, and adherence to research ethics.

· Limitations: It would help to briefly mention any potential limitations of the study or biases in the sampling process. Acknowledging limitations ensures a balanced perspective and improves the transparency of the methodology.

Suggested Revision:

Research Methodology
A comprehensive list of Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs) along with their respective business activities was compiled to ensure a broad representation of FPCs in Rajasthan. The study aimed to encompass all key business activities in the sample in a proportional manner.

Sampling Method: In Rajasthan, a total of 30 working NABARD-sponsored Farmer Producer Companies were selected based on the diversity of their business activities, which were categorized by factors such as type of produce, size, and geographic location. A proportional sampling technique was applied to ensure that the sample reflected the diversity of business operations across the state.

Data Collection: Primary data was collected through [e.g., surveys, structured interviews, or field observations] from the selected FPCs.

Data Analysis: The collected primary data was analyzed using tabular analysis, with frequency distributions and percentage calculations to identify patterns in the data. Statistical tools/software such as [mention any tools if used, e.g., SPSS, Excel] were employed to ensure the robustness of the analysis.

This revision will help make the methodology clearer, more detailed, and transparent, providing a more comprehensive understanding of the research design.

Results section:

Here are comments for the authors to attend to in the Results and Discussion section:



General Comments:

1. Consistency in Terminology:
· Ensure consistency in using "FPCs" or "FPC" throughout the text. For instance, "Farmer Producer Companies" is introduced, but then "FPCs" is used without always clarifying the acronym on first use.

2. Clarity of Sampling Method:
· The section describing the sample of 30 FPCs (in the "Profiling of FPCs in Rajasthan" section) mentions that NABARD-sponsored FPCs were purposely selected. However, it would be useful to explain why this specific selection criterion was chosen. Was it to focus on a particular type of FPC, or to ensure diversity in the sample?

3. Explanation of Figures and Tables:
· Some figures (e.g., Figure 2 and Figure 3) mention percentages and sample sizes, but there's a lack of clarity in how these percentages are derived from the total sample or population. Ensure that sample sizes are always mentioned when discussing percentages, particularly for sample-based results.

Specific Comments by Section:

1. Farmer Producer Companies (FPC’s):
· The introduction of the Farmer Producer Companies section is clear, but it may be helpful to add some brief context about the significance of this growth in terms of economic impact or the goals of the FPC movement in India.

2. Table 1 (Number of registered FPCs in Rajasthan till 2023):
· The table is clear. However, it may be useful to include the year for when these statistics are current (e.g., "as of 2023") to prevent any ambiguity.

· Consider specifying whether the percentages are rounded (e.g., 42% of FPCs are registered under NABARD). Some slight discrepancies in rounding (42.5% rounded to 42%) may cause confusion.

3. Profiling of FPCs in Rajasthan:
· The explanation of the sample of 30 FPCs and the categorization based on business activity is good. However, the reasoning behind the specific selection of NABARD-sponsored FPCs could be expanded to better justify their inclusion in the study.

4. Table 2 (Business Activity of NABARD-sponsored FPC in Rajasthan- 2022):
· The table is informative, but it's unclear why the number of FPCs is 143 when only 30 FPCs were initially mentioned in the sample size. This discrepancy should be clarified. If this represents the total number of FPCs under NABARD across Rajasthan, state that explicitly.

5. Table 3 (Commodity Dealings by FPCs in Rajasthan):
· It would be helpful to include more context about how these commodity dealings influence farmers’ income or production. How do these activities impact the market access or profitability of the FPCs?

· There seems to be a slight inconsistency in the presentation of numbers—e.g., in the commodity dealings, the sum of percentages does not always add to 100%. Double-check that the calculations are correct.

6. Fig. 1 (Commodity Dealing by Sample FPCs in Proportion):
· The interpretation of the figure could be more detailed. For example, what does the high percentage of FPCs involved in "input sale" suggest about the nature of FPC operations in Rajasthan? A brief analysis following the figure would enhance the reader's understanding.

7. Age of FPC:
· The categorization into growth, mature, and stable stages is useful. However, more information on what constitutes a "growth stage" (e.g., specific revenue or operational milestones) would help clarify the stage categorization.

8. Fig. 2 (Number of Registered FPCs in Classified Years):
· The figure shows a peak in 2016. It would be useful to provide some background on why this occurred (e.g., government policies, market conditions, etc.) to give context to this trend.

9. Annual Turnover:
· The classification of annual turnover is clear, but it would be insightful to add a comparative analysis or benchmark to understand the significance of these turnover categories. How do these turnover figures compare with other regions or national averages?

10. Fig. 3 (Annual turnover of Sampled FPCs in Rajasthan):
· The figure is useful, but again, ensure that the sample size is consistent with the rest of the report (30 FPCs). Clarify whether this turnover data is for the full state of Rajasthan or just for the sample.

11. Share Capital:
· The insights into share capital distribution are useful. However, further analysis of how share capital correlates with the effectiveness or sustainability of FPCs would be helpful.

· Consider adding more context to explain why a large percentage of FPCs have less than 10 lakh INR as share capital. Does this indicate limitations in funding or low participation from farmers?

12. Membership Status of FPC:
· The breakdown of shareholder numbers is helpful. It would be beneficial to link this membership distribution with operational success or challenges. For instance, do FPCs with more shareholders tend to perform better or have more access to resources?

13. Gender Composition of the Board of Directors:
· The gender breakdown is relevant, but a brief mention of the gender policy in place and its impact on decision-making processes within FPCs would strengthen the argument.

· Consider discussing how gender diversity on boards impacts the functioning or performance of these companies.

14. Frequency of FPC Meetings:
· The frequency of meetings is an important indicator of active governance, but it would be useful to discuss how this regularity translates into operational efficiency or member satisfaction.

15. Execution of Business Plan:
· The finding that 57% of FPCs lack a business plan is significant. It would be insightful to explore why this is the case. Is it due to lack of resources, training, or perceived irrelevance of business plans for certain types of FPCs?

16. Management Profile of CEO:
· The detailed breakdown of CEO experience, age, and type (full-time vs part-time) is valuable. However, more interpretation could be added on how CEO characteristics (e.g., age and experience) influence the management and success of FPCs.

· The fact that 10% of FPCs do not have a CEO should be addressed in more detail. Why is this happening, and what are the consequences for those organizations?

Minor Issues:

· Check for grammatical errors, such as missing articles ("a," "the") and plural/singular inconsistencies (e.g., "FPC" vs "FPCs").

· Clarify the source of data in tables and figures. If the data is from the 30 sample FPCs, ensure that this is stated explicitly.

· In summary, the results provide a comprehensive view of FPCs in Rajasthan, with rich data on their operations, membership, and financials. However, a deeper analysis of how these factors interrelate with the operational success of FPCs, as well as clarifications on sample size and inconsistencies, will improve the clarity and impact of the study.

Conclusion:

Review of the Conclusion Section
The conclusion section effectively summarizes key findings related to the Producer Organizations (POs) in Rajasthan, but there are some areas that could benefit from clarification, refinement, and additional context. Below are some points that should be addressed to enhance the accuracy and completeness of the conclusion:

1. Citing Sources:

· The mention of various studies (Mojo et al., 2017; Ngeno, 2018; Jhansi et al., 2023) is appropriate, but it would be beneficial to specify how your study contributes or differs from these previous works. Does it confirm these results, or are there any new insights that your study has brought forward?

2. Clarity of Data:

· The phrase "95 percent FPC’s are 5 to 10 years old" is unclear. You may want to rephrase this to "95 percent of the FPCs are between 5 to 10 years old" for better readability and precision.

· Similarly, the phrase "77 percent of FPCs have an annual turnover of up to 50 lakh" could be more specific: Does the "50 lakh" refer to INR? If so, this should be clarified for international audiences.

3. Quantitative Analysis:

· The percentage of FPCs with 500-750 shareholders (46.67%) suggests moderate involvement, but it might be helpful to briefly explain how this is relevant to the overall effectiveness or impact of the FPCs. For instance, how does shareholder involvement correlate with operational success or community benefits?

4. Gender Representation:

· It is noted that "30 percent of the board members are female." While this is useful information, the conclusion would benefit from a more direct call to action or a reflection on the gender dynamics. For example, "Despite the progress, there is still a need for greater female representation at decision-making levels to ensure better gender parity and inclusive governance."

5. CEO Profile:

· The statement "70 percent of CEOs have up to 7.5 years of experience and are over 35 years old" could be rephrased for clarity. Consider revising it to: "70 percent of the CEOs have more than 7.5 years of experience and are over 35 years old."

· Additionally, the detail about "73 percent having an income up to 4 lakh per annum" could be expanded to explore any potential implications. For example, does this salary range indicate the financial viability or sustainability of the FPCs, or is it a reflection of the local economic context?

6. Product Focus:

· The conclusion briefly mentions that garlic is the most prevalent product procured by the FPCs in Rajasthan. However, it would be valuable to provide context around why this is the case. Is there a particular demand for garlic in the market? Does this align with the primary agricultural focus of the FPCs?

7. Additional Insights or Future Directions:

· The conclusion could be strengthened by offering some suggestions for future research or improvements in the functioning of FPCs. For example, is there any indication that the FPCs could benefit from specific policy interventions, training programs, or increased investment?

Limitation of the study

This section is also missing on this paper.

Reference:

Review of the Reference List
The reference list provides a solid selection of sources relevant to your study. However, there are a few areas that require attention to ensure accuracy, consistency, and completeness. Below are some comments and recommendations:

1. Consistency in Formatting:

· There is inconsistency in how the references are formatted, particularly regarding author names, title formatting, and journal names. It’s important to follow a consistent citation style (APA, MLA, Chicago, etc.). 

· For example, in "Mojo, D., Fischer, C. and Degefa, T.," the "and" should be replaced with "&" in APA style: "Mojo, D., Fischer, C., & Degefa, T."

· Similarly, in "Singh, R. K., & Bhattacharyya, R.," ensure the formatting is consistent throughout the entire reference list.

2. Missing Volume/Issue Information:

· In "Ngeno, V. (2018)," the journal reference should include the volume number and issue number (if applicable). You have provided an issue reference (Ann Public Coop Econ. 2020;91:213–236), but the details might be clearer with proper citation formatting. The correct reference should be: 

· Ngeno, V. (2018). Impact of dairy hubs on smallholder welfare: Empirical evidence from Kenya. Agricultural and Food Process., Ann Public Coop Econ, 91(2), 213–236. https://doi.org/10.1111/apce.12269.

3. Inconsistent Title Capitalization:

· In some references, titles are capitalized inconsistently. For example, in "Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs): A Pathway to Empowerment," you should ensure that title case (capitalizing major words) is used consistently. 

· Correct form: Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs): A Pathway to Empowerment.

4. Publisher and Access Information:

· For the reference "Ministry of Agriculture & Farmers Welfare, Government of India. National Policy for Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs)," you need to specify the publication year, the publisher (if applicable), or provide a link to where it can be accessed (if it is an online document). 

· Example: Ministry of Agriculture & Farmers Welfare, Government of India. (Year). National Policy for Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs). [Publisher or URL].

5. Ambiguity in Source:

· "Economic Survey-2023" and "Agriculture census 2015-16" do not provide full reference details. It is unclear whether these are official reports, articles, or online sources. They need to be listed with full publication details: 

· For example: Economic Survey-2023. Ministry of Finance, Government of India. Available at: [link].

· Agriculture Census 2015-16. Ministry of Agriculture and Farmers Welfare, Government of India. Available at: [link].

6. Journal Titles:

· In the reference "Kraus, S., et al. (2017)," ensure that the journal title, International Journal of Entrepreneurial Behaviour and Research, is in italics as per the citation style being followed.

· Similarly, ensure that other journal titles like Journal of Agricultural Extension Management are also italicized.

7. Volume and Page Numbers:

· For "Valamannavar, S., & Sumanth, S. (2019)," ensure that you specify the volume number. It should appear as: 

· Valamannavar, S., & Sumanth, S. (2019). A review on farmer producer organisations: A new dimension to the farmer-centric approach. International Journal of Agricultural Sciences, 15(1), 212-216.

8. Full Citation for Reports and Documents:

· "Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs): A Pathway to Empowerment" by FAO needs to be fully cited, including the year and publication type (report, document, etc.). 

· Example: Food and Agriculture Organization. (Year). Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs): A Pathway to Empowerment. FAO. Available at: [URL].

9. General Review for APA Style:

· Ensure that all references comply with the APA format (if that’s the style you are following), including consistent use of italics, proper punctuation, and accurate author name order.

· Suggestion: You may also use the following papers if applicable: Siankwilimba, E., Hiddlestone-Mumford, J., Hoque, M.E., Hang'ombe, B.M., Mumba, C., Hasimuna, O.J., Maulu, S., Mphande, J., Chibesa, M., Moono, M.B. and Muhala, V. (2023). Sustainability of agriculture extension services in the face of COVID-19: A study on gender-specific market systems. Cogent Food & Agriculture, 9(2), p.2284231. https://doi.org/10.1080/23311932.2023.2284231
· Siankwilimba, E., Mumba, C. and Hang’ombe, B.M. (2024). The dynamics of smallholder cattle business systems in Zambia: Geographical opportunities, challenges and sustainability business implications. Cogent Food & Agriculture, 10(1), p.2349339. https://doi.org/10.1080/23311932.2024.2349339

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	Archives of Current Research International

Subject: Feedback on the Review of "Profiling Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs) in Rajasthan: Insights into Their Impact and Operations"

Dear madam,

I hope this letter finds you well. I am writing in response to the review of the paper titled "Profiling Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs) in Rajasthan: Insights into Their Impact and Operations." After thoroughly reviewing the manuscript and the feedback provided, I would like to offer a few suggestions for further refining the work, which I believe will improve the clarity, precision, and overall quality of the study.

Title: While the original title provides a general overview, I strongly recommend revising it to: "Profiling Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs) in Rajasthan: Insights into Their Impact and Operations." This version offers a more detailed context, emphasizing both the profiling and the operational insights, which are central to the study.

Abstract: The abstract is generally well-written but could benefit from a few refinements for better clarity and flow. For example:

· The term "30 sample sizes" should be replaced with "a sample of 30 FPCs" to enhance clarity.

· The phrase “up to 50 lakh INR” and “ranging between 5.1 to 9.9 lakh INR” should be harmonized to "ranging from 5.1 lakh to 9.9 lakh INR" for consistency.

· To enhance readability, the phrase "30% of board members being female" should be revised to "30 percent of board members are female."

· Additionally, the sentence “The profile of CEOs indicates that 70 percent have up to 7.5 years of experience” could be made more concise for clarity.

· Minor adjustments to improve the flow and structure will also contribute to the overall readability of the abstract.

Furthermore, the abstract currently lacks key words, which are essential for enhancing the searchability and relevance of the study. I suggest including the following:

1. Smallholder Farmers

2. Agricultural Development

3. Community Engagement

4. Gender Diversity

5. Economic Impact

Introduction: Several improvements could be made in this section:

1. Clarity in Terms: Some sentences could be simplified. For example, the sentence "the area under marginal, small, and semi-medium landholding categories in the year 2015-16 has recorded an increase..." could be rewritten more concisely.

2. Grammar and Punctuation: Some sentences, such as "Livestock husbandry is essential for producing food resources and revenue, especially for breeds suited for arid settings," would benefit from being rewritten for smoother readability.

3. Consistency in Data: When reporting data, consistency is important. For example, “576 mm of rainfall annually” should be stated clearly and consistently.

4. Context and Structure: The flow could be improved by breaking long sentences into shorter, more digestible parts, making the section easier to follow.

Methodology: The methodology section requires some clarifications and expansions:

1. Clarity of Terms: Ensure consistent use of "Farmer Producer Companies (FPCs)" throughout, as some parts refer to "Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs)." This discrepancy should be addressed.

2. Sampling Method: The selection of the 30 NABARD-sponsored FPCs based on their business activity diversity needs further explanation. How exactly is diversity being measured (e.g., size, type of crop, or geographic location)? This will clarify the rationale behind this selection.

3. Data Analysis: While "tabular analysis" is mentioned, it would be helpful to expand on how the data was analyzed—was it through frequencies, percentages, or statistical software like SPSS or Excel?

4. Primary Data Collection and Ethical Considerations: The methodology should clarify how primary data was collected—was it via surveys, interviews, or field observations? Ethical considerations, such as participant consent and data confidentiality, should also be outlined.

5. Limitations: A brief mention of potential limitations or biases in the sampling process would add transparency and depth to the methodology.

Results Section: Some aspects of the results require further attention:

1. Consistency in Terminology: Ensure that "FPC" or "FPCs" is used consistently throughout the results section to avoid confusion.

2. Explanation of Sampling Method: It would be helpful to justify why NABARD-sponsored FPCs were specifically selected, and how this selection relates to the study’s objectives.

3. Explanation of Figures and Tables: The clarity of figures (e.g., Figure 2 and Figure 3) could be enhanced by explaining how the percentages are derived and specifying the sample size.

4. Tables and Figures: 

· Table 1: Clarify that the statistics are "as of 2023" to avoid any ambiguity.

· Table 2: The number of 143 FPCs mentioned requires clarification—does this refer to the total number of NABARD-sponsored FPCs in Rajasthan, or is there another explanation?

· Table 3 and Figures: Further analysis of how commodity dealings affect farmers' income and production would be useful. Additionally, double-check the calculations, as some percentages do not sum to 100%.

5. Membership and Gender Composition: The analysis of membership and gender diversity is valuable but would benefit from more contextual discussion on the operational implications of these factors (e.g., how does gender diversity on boards influence FPC performance?).

6. Management Profile of CEO: While the data on CEO profiles is useful, a deeper analysis of how the CEO’s characteristics affect the FPC’s operations and success would provide valuable insights.

Conclusion: The conclusion does a good job of summarizing key findings, but it could benefit from further refinement:

· Clarify how the findings about membership, gender diversity, and management practices directly relate to the success or challenges of FPCs in Rajasthan.

· More contextual information, such as the impact of government policies or market trends on FPC performance, would provide a fuller picture.

In summary, the study offers valuable insights into the operations and impacts of FPCs in Rajasthan. However, addressing these points—particularly the need for more clarity in terminology, data analysis, and contextual explanations—will significantly enhance the quality of the paper. I look forward to seeing these revisions and am confident that they will help make the study even more impactful.

Thank you for considering these suggestions. Please feel free to contact me should you require any further clarification.

Sincerely,
ES

Note: please make sure the sections of the study are well numbered for easy to follow through.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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