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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.
	The relevance of the work lies in its empirical evidence on the performance of cooperative credit in rural financing.
A gap is detected between access to credit and its impact, as the loan volume did not significantly influence agricultural income.
The findings are an important contribution to public and cooperative policies, as they guide concrete improvements in rural credit services.
It is explained that a portion of the credit is allocated for non-agricultural purposes, acting as a buffer against risks (climatic or liquidity) and not as a productive investment to expand agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, "Impact of Co-operative Agricultural Credit on Borrower Farmers in Kerala", is appropriate because it reflects the central theme of the study.
	

	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 summary is “generally comprehensive,” as it presents the study's purpose, data sources, analytical approach, and main findings on cooperative credit and agricultural income. It is suggested that the sample size and methodology used be included.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor, as it employs an appropriate methodology to address its research objectives, and the conclusions are supported by empirical evidence built from primary data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are considered sufficient and up-to-date, as they include key publications from recent years that contextualize the research within discussions on rural financing.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The quality of the English in the manuscript is highly suitable for academic communication. The text consistently employs precise and technical vocabulary, which is essential for academic publications.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Given the important contribution of the manuscript and the strength of its findings, acceptance is suggested subject to minor revisions, perhaps focusing on the title suggestion and some details of the discussion to maximize the impact of the conclusion on the misappropriation of credit.
	



	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
The manuscript does not identify any ethical problems that affect the integrity of the research.
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