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	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.


	Agriculture is the backbone of the Indian economy and is crucial for supporting and providing livelihoods for the rural population.

This sector still lacks access to targeted, timely, and affordable credit, resulting in suboptimal productivity and investment in modern agricultural practices in India.

To address this, the Government of India introduced the Farmer Credit Card (KCC) scheme in 1998, on the recommendation of the RV Gupta Committee.

The Government of India also needs to develop policies in the rural credit system to support farmers, as agriculture is the primary source of livelihood for most farmers in India.
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	This article is scientifically sound, but in Chapter I, the main problem (Dependent Variable) should be supplemented with data on credit distribution and farmer investment in the Mysore region.
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	The English used in this article is good, as it is easy to understand and communicative.
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	This scientific article has no ethical issues, so it is good and ready to be published to scientists worldwide.
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