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	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 presents a comprehensive review of the structural and operational aspects of Milk Producer Companies (MPCs) in India. It highlights institutional frameworks, policy incentives, and community-level dynamics that contribute to the success and limitations of MPCs. By focusing on government interventions, stakeholder mapping, extension services, and real-world case studies, the paper successfully frames MPCs as a transformative mechanism for smallholder dairy farmers. The manuscript is timely, relevant, and provides significant value to policymakers, extension agents, and researchers, especially in the context of strengthening cooperative rural development models.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the scope and objectives of the paper.
	

	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 well-structured and informative. However, to strengthen the scholarly rigor, the abstract may include a brief statement on the methodology for literature selection and case analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It is well-organized, uses appropriate citations, and supports arguments with data and examples. However, a minor revision is recommended to enhance readability and reduce sentence complexity in some sections. For example, the paragraph describing MPCs’ role in veterinary service delivery could benefit from shorter and clearer sentence structures to improve reader comprehension.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. The references are relevant, credible, and include recent publications (2018–2024). The authors have cited both governmental and academic sources appropriately.
	

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


	The language is adequate but could be improved with minor editorial polishing. Simplifying lengthy and complex sentence constructions would enhance clarity and overall readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Consider providing a visual summary (e.g., diagram or flowchart) to represent stakeholder relationships and institutional support mechanisms.

2. Clarify the scope and selection criteria of the case studies.

3. Add subheadings under the Discussion/Conclusion to better structure the synthesis of findings and policy recommendations.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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)


	


Reviewer details:

Sang-Hwan Kim, Hankyong National University, Republic of Korea

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


