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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it provides rare empirical evidence comparing the economic and productivity outcomes of contract farming, Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs) and traditional non-contract farming in chilli cultivation. By applying both partial budgeting and decomposition analysis, it offers a deeper understanding of how institutional innovations contribute to yield improvements and farm profitability. The study highlights that FPOs, in particular, significantly enhance farmer incomes and resilience through better access to technology, inputs and markets. These insights are highly valuable for researchers, policymakers and practitioners seeking scalable solutions to improve smallholder livelihoods and promote sustainable agricultural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article suitable
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive as it clearly states the objective, methodology, key findings and implications of the study, making it informative for readers. It could be further improved by briefly mentioning the sample size and study area to provide better context and strengthen the credibility of the results. While the results are well summarized, the abstract could highlight the policy relevance of promoting FPOs and contract farming as a concluding note. On the other hand, highly technical details, such as exact percentages from decomposition analysis, might be simplified to maintain readability. The abstract is strong, but a slight balance between technical results and broader implications would enhance its clarity and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct as it employs well-established methods such as partial budgeting and decomposition analysis to assess the economic and productivity impacts of different chilli farming systems. The sampling strategy, data collection and analytical tools are clearly explained and the results are presented in a logical manner with proper interpretation. The findings are consistent with previous studies cited in the manuscript, which further strengthens their validity. The methodology, data analysis and conclusions are sound, making the study scientifically robust and credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and include several recent works, but adding more studies on institutional innovations in high-value crops and recent FPO impact assessments in India (post-2020) would strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication, though minor editing for conciseness and flow would further improve readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from adding figures or flowcharts to visually present the partial budgeting and decomposition analysis for easier comprehension. A brief section on limitations of the study, such as regional focus or sample size constraints, would add transparency. Aligning the formatting of tables and ensuring consistency in units and abbreviations would enhance the overall presentation quality.
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