Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JEAI_145756

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Efficiency Analysis of Member and Non-Member Farmers Using Data Envelopment Analysis

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	The study is significant and important because it highlights the role of Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs) in improving technical, allocative, and economic efficiencies across agricultural sectors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, concise, and directly reflects the study’s content. No change is needed.
	

	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.


	Yes it is. The abstract is generally comprehensive and well structured. It effectively summarizes the methodology, key findings, and implications. However, the policy implications could be briefly mentioned in the abstract to make the contribution more visible.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes. The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically rigorous. 

The results are well presented and logically interpreted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient and relevant. They include both classical works (Farrell, Charnes et al.) and recent studies (Singh & Vatta, 2019; Prabhavathi et al., 2022). However, a few more recent references (2020–2024) could be added to strengthen the literature review
	

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


	Yes. The English is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication.
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	The manuscript is a valuable contribution. To strengthen it further:
Consider expanding the policy implications section with practical recommendations for governments and NGOs.
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