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	In the revised version, the author has still not addressed a critical component of qualitative research: the specific methodology. It is strongly recommended that the author consults John W. Creswell, who categorizes qualitative research into five primary approaches: narrative research, phenomenology, grounded theory, ethnography, and case study. 

Additionally, the author should consult ’s Ellis, J. L., & Hart, D. L. (2023) work, particularly regarding the Generic Inquiry (GI) context.
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	We sincerely thank the evaluator for the valuable and constructive comments, which have helped improve the methodological clarity and rigor of the manuscript.In response to the concern regarding the absence of a clearly articulated qualitative methodology, the manuscript has now been substantially revised to explicitly state and justify the chosen qualitative approach. Following the framework proposed by John W. Creswell (2009), which classifies qualitative inquiry into five major approaches: narrative research, phenomenology, grounded theory, ethnography, and case study—the present study has been clearly positioned as a qualitative case study. This approach was selected as the research involves an in-depth, context-specific exploration of management challenges within a bounded system, namely selected Farmer Producer Organizations operating in Arunachal Pradesh. The case study design is appropriate given the study’s exploratory objective, focus on real-life organizational contexts, and use of multiple stakeholders as data sources. Additionally, in line with the evaluator’s recommendation, the authors consulted Ellis, J. L. and Hart, D. L. (2023) regarding Generic Qualitative Inquiry (GI). While GI offers flexibility for studies not fully aligned with traditional qualitative traditions, the authors determined that the present research more closely aligns with Creswell’s case study methodology, given its bounded nature, institutional focus, and reliance on multiple sources of qualitative evidence. This distinction has now been explicitly clarified in the Materials and Methods section to avoid ambiguity. The methodology section has been revised to:
· Clearly identify the study as a qualitative case study
· Provide theoretical grounding using Creswell’s typology

· Justify the exclusion of other qualitative approaches (phenomenology, grounded theory, ethnography, narrative inquiry)

· Clarify the analytical strategy (thematic analysis with frequency mapping)

We believe these revisions adequately address the evaluator’s concerns and significantly strengthen the methodological transparency and scholarly rigor of the manuscript.
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