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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 (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 a comprehensive review of the behavioral determinants and organizational dynamics of Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs) in India, synthesizing findings from 71 peer-reviewed studies. It bridges empirical evidence with theoretical frameworks, offering valuable insights into socio-psychological factors that influence FPO performance. The study’s focus on behavioral traits and institutional challenges is critical for informing policy design and capacity-building strategies, making it highly relevant for researchers, policymakers, and practitioners in agricultural development.

	

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

	The title is suitable as it accurately reflects the manuscript’s scope, covering behavioral determinants, organizational dynamics, and institutional challenges of FPOs in India. However, for clarity I will suggest "Behavioral and Organizational Dynamics of Farmer Producer Organizations in India: A Review of Genesis, Traits, and Challenges" as an alternative title.

	

	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 abstract is comprehensive, summarizing the key aspects of the review, including behavioral determinants, theoretical frameworks, and institutional challenges. However, it could benefit from briefly mentioning the methodology (e.g., systematic review of 71 studies) to clarify the research approach. Additionally, a concise statement on the practical implications for stakeholders could enhance its impact. No deletions are necessary.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust, grounded in a systematic review of 71 peer-reviewed studies and supported by established behavioral theories (e.g., Theory of Planned Behavior, Social Identity Theory). The methodology is clearly described, and the results are logically presented. However, the statistical analyses of behavioral traits (e.g., percentages of innovativeness, decision-making) could be strengthened by discussing the sample sizes or study contexts to ensure generalizability.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, covering a wide range of peer-reviewed studies up to 2025, and are relevant to the topic. However, including a few more recent studies (2024–2025) on digital interventions in FPOs, governmental schemes and updated statistical data from 2024-2025 could enhance the discussion on modern challenges.

	

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

	The language is mostly clear and suitable for scholarly communication. There are a few areas where sentence structures could be improved for better readability and flow. It would be beneficial for the authors to review sections for clarity and coherence, particularly in the introduction and the discussion of behavioral traits.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The manuscript is well-structured and provides a thorough analysis of FPOs in India. The inclusion of figures and tables strengthens the presentation. To further improve, the authors could clarify the sample sizes or geographic scope of the studies cited in the behavioral traits section to enhance the robustness of the findings. Additionally, a brief discussion on the role of digital technologies in addressing institutional challenges could make the review more forward-looking.


The manuscript is well-researched and meets the scientific and scholarly standards expected of a review article. The primary recommendation is for minor revisions related to language and improving clarity, but it does not require major revisions or corrections.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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 detail)
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