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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.


	The manuscript addresses a timely and policy-relevant issue of mechanization in Indian agriculture through Custom Hiring Centers (CHCs). It contributes empirical evidence from two major states, highlighting regional variations in farmers' attitudes. The study's insights can guide policymakers and extension agents in improving access and utilization of CHCs, making it useful for strengthening rural mechanization strategies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Farmers’ Attitudes Towards Custom Hiring Centers: Evidence from Madhya Pradesh and Telangana
	

	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.


	Modify the Study design as “Survey based data by using simple random sampling technique.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is scientifically structured, with a clear methodology on scale construction, sampling, and statistical analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are relevant but somewhat dated. Recommend including more recent studies (post-2020) to show continuity and update on policy and CHC developments.
	

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


	Needs moderate editing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Introduction:

Too lengthy with repetitive content.

Needs clearer linkage between CHCs and the attitude of farmers.

Several references are outdated; focus more on recent developments.

Methodology:

Sampling method is described but lacks clarity in the selection of CHC models.

The scale development section is too detailed; move some of the psychometric discussion to annexure or supporting material.

Item selection and reliability testing are well-documented.

Results and Discussion:

The discussion section is mostly descriptive. It lacks analytical depth.
Tables are clear but text often repeats what the tables show.
In Table 3, why is there an asterisk (“*”)? If it has some meaning, then add a note or footnote explaining it.

Conclusion and Policy Implications:

The conclusion needs to reflect the findings more critically.

Policy implications are useful but need to be more aligned with the data presented.

Language and Presentation:

Several grammatical and typographical errors throughout the manuscript.

Sentence construction and coherence need improvement.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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