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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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific and policy community as it provides empirical, field-based evidence on the multifaceted constraints faced by Farmer Producer Organization (FPO) members in a less-studied region of eastern India. By applying both conventional ranking and Garrett ranking techniques, the study strengthens methodological rigor and offers a robust prioritization of production, marketing, technical, and financial challenges affecting FPO performance. The findings contribute to the existing literature on collective action and agribusiness organizations by highlighting context-specific bottlenecks that limit the effectiveness of FPOs despite their institutional potential. Moreover, the study offers actionable insights for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners to design targeted interventions aimed at improving the sustainability, efficiency, and inclusiveness of FPOs, thereby supporting small and marginal farmers’ livelihoods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	YES The title is suitable
	

	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, the abstract is largely comprehensive and well-structured, as it clearly states the background, purpose, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. However, a few minor refinements could further strengthen its clarity and scholarly impact.
Suggestions for improvement:
Clarify the research gap more explicitly:
While the importance of FPOs is well stated, the abstract could briefly highlight why this study is necessary (e.g., limited empirical evidence from eastern India or West Bengal).
Strengthen contribution statement:
Add one sentence emphasizing how the findings contribute to policy formulation, FPO management, or future research, rather than only stating recommendations in general terms.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Methodology precision:You may specify that the study uses a cross-sectional survey design and briefly mention the time frame to enhance methodological transparency.

Streamline constraints listing:
Instead of listing many constraints, you may group them (e.g., production, marketing, technical, and financial) and then highlight only the most critical ones to improve readability
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear sufficient if they cover the key conceptual areas of your study: Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs), agrarian institutional economics, collective action, rural marketing challenges, and constraints analysis methods (e.g., Garrett ranking).
 Check whether your manuscript cites both foundational works and most recent empirical studies relevant to FPO performance in India and comparable contexts.
·  
	

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


	YES The language is scholarly perfect.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Minor deletion/reduction:
The explanation of Garrett ranking in the abstract can remain brief; detailed methodological explanations are better suited for the methodology section

Overall, the abstract is sound and informative, but incorporating these refinements would enhance its conciseness, academic rigor, and appeal to a wider scientific and policy-oriented audience.
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