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	This manuscript provides empirical evidence on the comparative performance of contract farming, Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs), and non-contract farming in a high-value crop system like chillies. By combining partial budgeting with decomposition analysis, the study quantifies economic gains and unravels the role of technology versus input use in driving yield differences in smallholder farming. The findings offer policy-relevant insights into how institutional innovations can enhance profitability and resilience for chilli farmers in India, which is critical for designing sustainable agricultural development strategies.
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