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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.


	It is important in the field of agriculture economics and policy analysis. It also adds valuable content to Development Finance, as finance is a major bottleneck in agricultural productivity.

The researchers who deal with similar data can go through the methodological references. The insights also contributes to the credit markets, risk sharing mechanisms etc and their role in Agricultural transformation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes


	

	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 clearly explains the findings but failed to articulate the research gap. It is very important to explain the necessity of the study to be conducted Limit the technicalities in methodology in order to make it more easier for the non-technical readers and policy makers to digest. Make the findings more relatable to broader policy implications. Please include the duration of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes


	

	Optional/General comments


	Qualitative aspects is missing with regards to farmer’s perspective. Line spacing (1.5) should be maintained throughout the article. Recommendations can be even more specific based on your findings and conclusion. Incorporate Significance of the study as a separate heading. Kindly adhere to the journal guidelines also with regards to formatting, line spacing, font size etc. Overall it was a good attempt apart from certain revisions.
The study highlights the varying effectiveness of financial services in different 

Settings on the basis of contextualisation of international studies which is appreciable.

It is more appreciable if the study should focus on implementation level for targeting more on policy interventions aimed at improving financial inclusion and agricultural productivity.
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