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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.


	This manuscript holds distinct significance for both research and practice. It assesses the knowledge of Farmer Producer Company (FPC) members regarding scientific litchi cultivation in Tezpur, Assam, which is known for a litchi variety with a GI tag. The study analyzes the socio-economic attributes and knowledge gaps, contributing valuable information to extension agencies, policymakers, and agribusinesses. The results demonstrate the potential of FPCs to act as key institutional frameworks for improving the productivity and income of farmers. Such research helps integrate scientific guidance with practical implementation, reinforcing the sustainability of horticulture-driven livelihoods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and informative.
	

	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 objectives, methods, findings, and key conclusions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but lean heavily on older literature from 2002, 2007, and so on. While these sources are relevant, adding a few more recent works from after 2020 would improve the paper's currency, particularly regarding FPO/FPC-related adoption studies. For instance, recent NABARD and ICAR reports could be included.
	

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


	The English is generally clear and understandable. A few grammatical corrections and improvements in sentence flow would enhance scholarly readability. For example, in the abstract and results sections, some sentences are long and can be split for clarity.
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	Overall, the manuscript is well-structured and makes a useful contribution.
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