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	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 article offers significant value to the scientific community by critically synthesizing global experiences and empirical evidence on the economic impacts of contract farming for small and marginal farmers. It highlights both the transformative potential and the inherent limitations of contract arrangements, providing a nuanced understanding of their role in rural development in both developing and developed context. By examining national and international policy frameworks, technological innovations and, sustainable and inclusive models, the article contributes to filling existing gaps in literature on institutional mechanisms and equity in contract design. Its insights are particularly relevant for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners aiming to enhance agricultural value chains and protect vulnerable farming communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article, "Contract Farming and its Economics Implications for small and marginal Farmers: A critical review of policy and Practices” is mostly suitable. However, there are some minor issues that should be addressed to enhance its clarity and professionalism. Specifically, the term "Economics Implications" should be corrected to "Economic Implications" and consistency in capitalization should be maintained (e.g., "Small and Marginal Farmers" and "Policies and Practices"). Additionally, the phrase "policy and Practices" would be more accurate and grammatically sound if revised to "Policies and Practices."
With these adjustments, the title would effectively reflect the article's focus and academic tone, making it suitable for scholarly publication.
	

	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 and well-structured, effectively summarizing the main themes of the review article, including the economic implications of contract farming, policy frameworks, global experiences, and emerging tools like digital technologies. It successfully presents both potential benefits (such as increased income and reduced market risk) and the challenges (like unequal bargaining power and exclusion of vulnerable groups), offering a balanced view of the topic.

However, the abstract does introduce abbreviations such as APMC without explanation, which may create confusion for readers unfamiliar with regional or country-specific policies. To improve clarity and accessibility, it would be helpful to define all abbreviations on first use, especially when targeting an international scientific audience.

Overall, the abstract gives a strong overview of the article’s scope and contributions but could benefit from slight revisions to enhance readability and avoid ambiguity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is scientifically mostly correct in terms of its structure, scope and analytical depth. It demonstrates a balanced critical evaluation of existing literature on policy and practices of contract farming from both developed and developing context. The mention of quantifiable outcomes (e.g. 20-40% increase in income) and recognition of institutional, technological and social factors reflect a well-informed and evidence-based approach. 
However, certain improvements are needed to strengthen its scientific rigor and credibility. For instance, the article refers to "small and marginal farmers" but does not provide a clear, referenced definition of these terms within the agricultural context. Since definitions can vary across countries and institutions (e.g., based on landholding size or income level), a cited definition would enhance clarity and consistency in interpretation.
Furthermore, the statement “In Kenya, contract farming in the horticultural export sector has connected smallholders to European markets. Exporters supply inputs, training, and quality controls, while farmers deliver produce under strict standards. The average income of smallholder farmers in contract arrangements increased by over 40% compared to those in non-contract farming” but this lacks a citation. Such statistical claims must be supported with references to specific studies or datasets to ensure transparency and allow readers to evaluate the evidence. 

Addressing these gaps will improve the article’s scientific accuracy, traceability of information, and value to policy and academic audiences. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the article align well with the scope of the literature review; however, they are insufficient in number and fall short of the journal’s requirement of “50 to 150 references” typically expected for a comprehensive review article. To enhance the depth and credibility of the review, the author(s) should consider incorporating a broader range of relevant and up-to-date sources.
	

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


	The language used in the article is generally clear and appropriate for scholarly communication. The author employs academic terminology and maintains a formal tone throughout the article. However, there are instances where sentence structures are complex or densely packed with information, which may affect readability for a broader academic audience. Minor grammatical improvements and better sentence flow would enhance the clarity and overall quality of the article.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Rahat Sher Khan, Pakistan
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


