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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	Topic is of great importance since this has been one of the frontline policy for institutional setup for rural development
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes the title is suitable
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are some issues like as follows:
INTRODUCTION
· ‘%’ symbol should be replaced by ‘per cent’ 

METHODOLOGY
· Correct the spelling of blocks in methodology section

· “Out of these, two blocks were….study which were..” should have been instead of “Out of these two blocks was….study which was…”

· Mention the scale or test (with author and year) followed for finding out the results in table-1, 2 and 3, to justify how the authors reached those findings, comprising of scoring methods

· Mention the reason of factors being chosen in correlation analysis (authors can write like after conducting detailed literature reviews and expertise opinions, such factors were selected with great confidence that they might have some possible relationship with ‘Attitude level of farmers towards FPOs”

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

· ‘%’ symbol should be replaced by ‘per cent’ 

· No need of ‘plus’ and ‘minus’ sign in table-1

· Instead of describing the whole table, just provide what are the important findings from it in one small passage followed by explanation of such results, providing explanation to reason those statements. 

· In table-2 or figure-1, they infer the same, so remove one of them

· In table-2 or figure-1 section, provide explanation about why majority of respondents moderate extent of attitude towards FPOs and what to do next

· In table-3, reduce the data of correlation upto three places after decimal and put NS (non-significant) if there is no relationship significantly. Then please describe the table in brief points provided with explanation of how if efforts being made on those significant variables can either increase or decrease the attitude towards FPOs. The authors can refer to papers published in journals like Indian Journal of Extension Education (IJEE), Indian Research Journal of Extension Education (IRJEE), Gujarat Journal of Extension Education (GJEE) and Journal of Community Mobilization & Sustainable Development with citations to support the reasoning. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are very old dating to even in 1987, please quote from atleast last 10-12 years for making the relevancy of topic even in the contemporary times.
	

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


	The English quality is upto the mark for comprehension.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Authors are requested to adhere above mentioned comments to improve not only your comprehension of research analysis, but also your presentability on the paper which would create impact amongst the readers who would cite thus increasing the h-index or profile in the publication platforms. This would be able to put some more justice to the research investigation as they have taken very good topic which is of prime importance in the current times. 
No ethical issues in the manuscript

No competing issues in the manuscript

No suspicions of plagiarism
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