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PART 1: Comments

	
	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  offers  timely and  policy-relevant  quantitative  insights  into  the  evolving
landscape of agricultural credit in  India by using NSSO 70th  and 77th round data. The comparative analysis reveals structural changes and highlights persistent socio-economic disparities in access to institutional credit. The research provides empirical evidence crucial for policymakers in designing targeted financial inclusion interventions. Its contribution to the literature on rural finance and social equity in India is significant.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is accurate
	

	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,  summarizing  objectives,  methods,  key  findings,  and
implications.   It   could   be  enhanced   by  stating  the  key  policy  recommendation   for marginalized groups at the end.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.
	The  manuscript  is  scientifically  good  and  appropriate  data,  valid  analytical  methods
(multivariate logistic regression), and clear interpretation of findings. The analysis allows for nuanced understanding of variable effects and is methodologically sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and up-to-date, situating the study within established and emerging
research. The inclusion of more recent policy documents and latest research in rural inclusion could further strengthen it.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is clear, professional, and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The manuscript is well-organized and makes a valuable contribution to the debate on rural
financial   inclusion.   Minor   improvements   to   abstract   specificity   and   references   are recommended.
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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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