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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 looks at the relationship between farm size and productivity within the scope of Kerala and India. Based on the manuscript review, Kerala is shaped by significant land reforms and a subsequent proliferation of smallholdings, and this provides a critical case study. This manuscript will contributes to the ongoing debate on whether small farms are inherently more productive. The findings will reflect the actions to be taken by the agricultural policy makers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and descriptive. To better reflect the paper's content, which is more of a review and analysis of existing data, the title should alternatively be:
“A REVIEW OF FARM SIZE AND AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTIVITY IN KERALA, INDIA, A PATHWAY TO AGRICULTURAL SUSTAINABILITY: A case study of  Agriculture census 1970-71 and 1990-91”
	

	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 not enough to call it an abstract. It captures the problems without mentioning the methodology and key findings. The abstract should be a summary of the summary of the entire work capturing the important aspect of the work.
Suggestions for addition: 
- Mention the methodology (e.g., This paper reviews historical literature and analyzes agricultural census data from Kerala from 1900-1920). 
- State the core finding (e.g., The analysis reveals no consistent, generalized inverse relationship between farm size and productivity in Kerala.). 
- Conclude with the main implication (e.g., The study concludes that productivity is influenced by factors beyond farm size, including crop variety and management practices, which is crucial for formulating sustainable agricultural policies.).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound in its literature review and presentation of factual data from census reports. The arguments are well-supported by citations from key authors in the field. However, the connection between the broad literature review and the specific Kerala data analysis could be more robust and analytically rigorous. 
The conclusion should be revised to reflect the actual findings.
	

	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 appropriate for the historical review and theoretical foundation. However, there is need to review and cited recent articles to enrich your work (e.g., 2019 to date). 


	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires significant polishing for scholarly communication. There are numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, punctuation issues, and typographical errors (e.g., “level observations”, “length of the farm”, “relation. Furthermore”, “the entire area—nearly”). I recommend proofreading and editing to improve clarity, flow, and academic tone.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper's structure and focus need improvement. It reads more like a literature review with appended data rather than a cohesive research article with a clear hypothesis, methodology, analysis, and discussion. The "Kerala experience" section should be the core of the paper, with the literature review serving to contextualize it. 
The manuscript has a solid foundation and addresses an important topic. However, it requires major revisions to its structure, analysis, language, and abstract to meet the standards of a scholarly journal. The core ideas are valuable but need to be presented more effectively and cohesively.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No apparent ethical issues were identified. The sources cited are appropriately credited.
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