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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides valuable insights into the determinants of agricultural commercialization in North Karnataka, a region with diverse agricultural practices and socio-economic conditions. By utilizing empirical data and robust statistical models, such as the Crop Commercialization Index (CCI) and Tobit Regression, the study offers a nuanced understanding of the regional disparities and factors driving commercialization. The findings contribute to existing literature by emphasizing the role of landholdings, input usage, and crop selection in fostering commercialization, while also identifying barriers such as pesticide costs. These insights are critical for policymakers, researchers, and practitioners working towards sustainable agricultural development in India.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and effectively captures the essence of the study. However, for better clarity, consider revising it to:

"Determinants of Agricultural Commercialization: Insights from North Karnataka, India"

	

	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 outlines the study's aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusions effectively. However, the following suggestions could enhance its clarity:

1.Specify the socio-economic variables analyzed, such as age and education, to highlight the scope of the study.

2.Briefly mention the policy implications to emphasize the study’s practical relevance.

3.Remove minor redundancies, such as repeating the disparity in CCI values between clusters, to make it more concise.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, employing appropriate methodologies like the Tobit Regression and CCI to analyze the data. The interpretation of results aligns with the statistical findings, and the discussion is well-supported by evidence. However, including more details on the sampling procedure, such as how households were selected, could strengthen the study's reliability.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript provides adequate references, but their recency is not clear. Ensure most references are from the last five years to reflect the latest research. Additional references could include studies on agricultural commercialization in similar socio-economic contexts or regions.
Eg: Barrett, C. B. (2008). "Smallholder Market Participation: Concepts and Evidence from Eastern and Southern Africa."


	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication, with only minor grammatical and structural improvements needed. Simplify complex sentences and avoid redundancies to enhance readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript effectively highlights regional disparities and factors influencing agricultural commercialization. Including a brief discussion on the implications of crop diversification and sustainability in the conclusion would provide additional depth. Further, visual aids, such as maps or charts, could help illustrate regional disparities more effectively.


	


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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