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	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.


	This paper enlightens the service priority requirements of small and marginal farmers in the Marathwada region through their linkage with Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs). Utilizing Garrett's Ranking Technique, the research tries to monetize farmer preferences in a quantitative manner, providing insight into the effectiveness of grassroots-level service delivery. Knowledge about these priorities can help policymakers, development agencies, and agribusiness institutions formulate farmer-friendly interventions that improve rural livelihoods. The paper adds to the literature of institutional support mechanisms for sustainable agriculture and rural development in India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title of the article is appropriate because it indicates the content and geographical scope of the research. It appropriately reflects the topic services rendered by Farmer Producer Organizations and indicates the region being studied (Marathwada, Maharashtra).
	

	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.


	No, the abstract lacks comprehensiveness, and the clarity, consistency, and impact need tweaking. First, the Garrett Mean Scores recorded in the abstract exhibit a form of data oversight, for instance, 147.85 for Organizational Services, which contradicts the average values captured in the text and tables, 1250, thus undermining the credibility of the results. Second, the methodology section is lacking, Garrett’s Ranking Technique is noted, but the abstract does not attempt to explain why it was used or its importance for determining the priorities in services. In addition, the abstract does not provide any prompt as to the research aim or the overarching impact of the study. It needs to define the crosscutting issue very succinctly, for example, the need to appreciate the service priorities of small and marginal farmers, and explain in what way this ranking could serve to enhance the effectiveness of Farmer Producer Organizations. A more impactful concluding sentence should stress the usefulness of the results for the described audience of the FPOs, policymakers, and rural development the practitioners.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is not scientifically perfect and contains a number of crucial problems that must be solved. As the subject is pertinent and the application of Garrett's Ranking Technique is suitable for ranking the farmer preferences, there are serious issues concerning the accuracy of data, methodology, and analysis. The computed values in Table 3 disagree with the input values from Tables 1 and 2, and the average values seem to be calculated wrongly by dividing totals by the number of services rather than the number of respondents, as alleged. The research also does not account for significant variables like farm size, crop type, or earlier experience with FPOs, which can bias the findings. The research method is not described well, and ethical clearance and informed consent are not mentioned. These problems taint the scientific rigor of the study and must be resolved by major revision.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The majority of the references in the manuscript are current and pertinent, and they cover significant topics like farmer organizations, agricultural services, and rural development. Comparative studies of service delivery models, digital innovations in agriculture, and the efficacy of FPOs after 2020 are some important areas that would benefit from the inclusion of more recent and region-specific studies. The study's methodological foundation would also be strengthened by references that describe or use Garrett's Ranking Technique in comparable contexts. Although the references are generally sufficient, the academic rigor and relevance of the manuscript would be improved by including two to three recent studies that were published within the last three years.
	

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


	No, in its current form, the article's language and English quality are not entirely appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript's readability and clarity are hampered by a number of grammatical mistakes, awkward wording, and ambiguous expressions. Sentences that lack academic tone and are poorly structured include "The Garret ranks had been calculated through the usage of suitable Garret Ranking formula." There is also a lack of consistency in terminology (for example, "Garret" vs. "Garrett"). To make the manuscript more professional and easier for an academic audience to understand, a comprehensive language and copy-editing revision is advised to enhance sentence structure, grammar, and overall flow.
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