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	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 study holds significant value for the scientific community as it provides empirical insights into the socioeconomic characteristics and constraints faced by agricultural loan borrowers within the lead banking framework. By identifying the factors that influence access to credit and the barriers that hinder loan utilization, the research contributes to the ongoing discourse on rural finance, agricultural development, and inclusive banking policies. 

The findings can support policymakers, financial institutions, and development practitioners in designing targeted interventions to enhance credit accessibility, improve loan performance, and strengthen the overall efficiency of agricultural lending systems. 

Furthermore, the study adds to the existing literature by providing localized evidence from Pune District, which can serve as a reference point for similar regions both in India and beyond.
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