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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.


	This article is important for the scientific community as it offers empirical, ground-level indications on the managerial and institutional encounters faced by Farmer-Producer Organisations (FPOs) in a relatively under-researched region of India. By adopting a qualitative thematic approach, the study enriches current literature that is mainly subject to quantitative and performance-based evaluations, thereby offering deeper insights into governance, finance, infrastructure, and member engagement dynamics. The findings also generate policy-relevant knowledge that can guide researchers, development economists, and institutions working on collective action, rural entrepreneurship, and agrarian reforms. Moreover, the study contributes to the broader discourse on sustainable agricultural institutions and inclusive rural development, making it valuable for both academics and policymakers
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	yes
	

	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 presents the aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusion of the study. However, it would be strengthened by briefly stating the geographical context (Arunachal Pradesh) upfront and by highlighting the practical policy or managerial implications more explicitly in the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the article is systematically sound and methodologically suitable, as it follows a clear qualitative research design, systematic thematic analysis, and uses well-established analytical outlines with acceptable scholarly support. The objectives, methods, results, and interpretations are logically aligned and reliable with recognized research standards.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are frequently satisfactory, suitable, and current, with most sources drawn from 2020–2025 and well-connected to the themes of FPO governance, finance, infrastructure, and capacity building. From a review of the text, most in-text citations are suitably coordinated with the reference list, and no major uncited positions are obvious
	

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


	YES
	

	Optional/General comments


	This article is well-structured, evidently written, and has a reflective impact on the thoughtful of supervision tasks in Farmer-Producer Organisations, predominantly in the Northeastern context. The qualitative method is appropriate and adds depth to the conclusions; though, minor augmentations in language polishing and sharper linkage among findings and policy approvals could further augment the overall impact and clarity of the study.
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