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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.


	The manuscript addresses how co‑operative agricultural credit is used by borrower farmers in Kerala and whether such credit actually translates into higher farm income, which is a central concern in agricultural finance and rural development. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A more precise alternative could be: “Utilisation and Income Effects of Co‑operative Agricultural Credit among Borrower Farmers in Kerala.”
	

	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.


	It is somewhat long and could be made more concise by removing repeated phrases about co‑operative credit’s general role and by tightening the description of the two models into one sentence. It may also help to include one short, quantitative indication of the extent of diversion (for example, the overall share or a range across districts) to give a clearer sense of magnitude in the abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Some aspects could be strengthened, such as clarifying the functional form and log‑transformation of variables in the equations, checking for multicollinearity and model diagnostics, and explaining the moderate R² values and any limitations arising from omitted risk or institutional variables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Overall, the references are adequate and reasonably up‑to‑date, though the manuscript could consider adding one or two more recent national‑level or comparative studies on formal agricultural credit impact and financial inclusion to further situate the Kerala findings within the broader Indian context.
	

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


	Many sentences are very long and occasionally repetitive, and there are minor spacing and punctuation issues, so a careful language and copy‑editing pass would improve clarity and professionalism. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion and policy implications are rich, but could be even stronger if some results sections were made more concise and if key quantitative findings  were presented more prominently.
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