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	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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the decentralized procurement mechanism for paddy in Kerala, India, particularly its effectiveness in mitigating price risk for smallholder farmers. The study offers a comprehensive analysis using farmer perceptions and robust quantitative data, contributing to policy refinement and improved agricultural marketing. Its findings are particularly useful for policymakers, agricultural economists, and stakeholders in public distribution systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate and reflects the core objective and content of the manuscript.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is concise and provides a clear summary of the study's objective, methodology, findings, and key implications. However, it could briefly mention the procedural bottlenecks as a limitation. Suggested Addition:
“However, procedural delays and quality-related disputes emerged as key limitations of the procurement system, warranting policy attention.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It uses established methodologies (Likert-scale-based surveys, statistical interpretation), references relevant literature, and presents logical and well-supported conclusions.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and include both recent and foundational works. You may consider adding one or two international studies on public procurement or MSP-like mechanisms for a broader context.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	Yes, the language is clear and scholarly, and the research is communicated effectively. Minor grammatical refinements may be required in some sections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is commendable in its scope and clarity. The structured presentation, practical policy suggestions, and strong linkage between data and narrative make it suitable for publication with minor revisions, especially in enhancing discussion on procedural challenges and possible solutions.
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