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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 community as it provides empirical, micro-level evidence on farmers’ perceptions and experiences with institutional agricultural credit in a hilly and under-researched region of India. By systematically linking socio-economic characteristics, educational attainment, and farm size with attitudes toward agricultural loans, the study deepens understanding of structural and behavioral barriers in rural finance. The use of both ANOVA and Chi-square analyses strengthens methodological rigor and offers reliable insights for comparative and policy-oriented research. Moreover, the findings contribute to the broader discourse on inclusive agricultural finance by highlighting the need for farmer-friendly credit mechanisms and targeted financial literacy interventions, which are relevant for researchers, policymakers, and financial institutions working toward sustainable rural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is largely suitable, as it
	

	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 abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly outlines the objective, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it would benefit from briefly stating the research gap and mentioning the sample size to improve methodological clarity. The conclusion of the abstract could also be strengthened by explicitly highlighting the policy and practical implications of the findings. No major deletions are required; only minor refinements are suggested to enhance clarity and impact.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct. The research objectives are clearly defined, appropriate data collection methods are used, and the application of statistical tools such as ANOVA and Chi-square tests is suitable for the nature of the data and research questions. The analysis is logically presented, and the conclusions are well supported by the empirical findings. Minor improvements in explanation and presentation may further strengthen clarity, but no fundamental scientific flaws are observed.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic of agricultural credit and farmers’ perceptions. They include a mix of foundational studies and recent literature that adequately supports the objectives and findings of the manuscript. However, the reference list could be further strengthened by adding a few more recent (last 5–7 years) empirical and policy-oriented studies on institutional agricultural finance, financial inclusion, and rural credit in developing economies, particularly from India. Incorporating recent reports from institutions such as NABARD, RBI, and the World Bank would enhance the manuscript’s academic depth and policy relevance.


	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, formal, and understandable, with appropriate use of academic terminology. However, minor grammatical corrections and improvements in sentence structure and flow are recommended to enhance clarity and readability. A careful proofreading or light language editing would further strengthen the manuscript’s overall presentation.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript addresses a relevant and timely issue in agricultural finance and rural development, particularly in the context of under-researched hilly regions. The study is well structured, uses appropriate statistical methods, and offers findings that are useful for both academic researchers and policymakers. With minor revisions related to language refinement, clearer articulation of the research gap, and strengthened policy implications, the manuscript has good potential for publication in a peer-reviewed journal.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No major ethical issues are apparent in this manuscript. The study appears to be conducted using standard survey methods, with no indication of harm to participants or misuse of data. However, it is recommended that the authors explicitly mention informed consent, confidentiality of respondents, and ethical approval (if applicable) to ensure full compliance with research ethics and journal guidelines.
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