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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.


	The manuscript is important as it touches on one of the key strategies in the form of direct cash transfers, being used worldwide to support farmers and other community members in different contexts. DBT is a globally trending strategy to support various groups of society, from poor families to stable families or even when governments and their institutions are supporting development initiatives. The use of factor analysis in this case adds a bit innovation in this manuscript and provides a refreshed way of visualising DBT. It is critical to note that the results in this manuscript can be used to inform national policy around adjustments that can be made on DBT and related programs. 
Key terms need to be defined or discussed extensively to enable non-Indians to understand how things are shaping up in India in relation to global trends, for example, terms like ‘direct beneficiary transfer, cash transfer, etc.’
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable. No changes are required on the 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 good, no major changes are required, though the abstract can still be structured in a paragraph manner. This is just a recommendation to structure the abstract in a paragraph manner, unless the way it is structured is what is required by the journal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, the findings in the manuscript are scalable and can be used to inform national policy in India. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate, though there are some areas that can be referenced more. See comments made in the manuscript. More references can added to support key definitions, reasons to pick certain aspects of the research methodology as indicated in the comments. 
	

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


	The English is good, there are a few grammatical errors that may need to be corrected. There are a few sentences that need to be restructured to enhance readability and the quality of the paper. See comments and suggestions made in the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author may need to thoroughly go through the manuscript, correcting the minor grammatical errors and attend to the comments or suggestions made to enhance the quality of the paper. 
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