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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 and policy community as it provides empirical evidence on the economic impact of Custom Hiring Centres (CHCs) on smallholder paddy farmers in Karnataka. The study quantitatively evaluates changes in mechanization levels, cost of cultivation, productivity, profitability, and break-even feasibility of major farm machinery. The findings contribute to the growing literature on shared mechanization models and provide actionable insights for policymakers to strengthen inclusive farm mechanization strategies. The study is particularly relevant in the context of labour scarcity and rising production costs in Indian agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and key variables examined in the study. It clearly indicates the institutional focus (Custom Hiring Centres), economic parameters (productivity and profitability), crop specificity (paddy), and geographical context (Mandya District, Karnataka). No modification is required.
	

	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 comprehensively summarizes the background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and policy implications of the study. It includes quantitative results such as percentage reduction in cost of cultivation, increase in productivity, cost of production differences, and incremental cost–benefit ratio. However, minor restructuring has been carried out to improve clarity and flow. No major additions or deletions are required.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. The study adopts a comparative research design with 150 respondents (75 beneficiaries and 75 non-beneficiaries), ensuring balanced representation. Standard economic tools such as cost analysis, cost–benefit ratio, break-even analysis, and gap analysis were applied appropriately. The findings are supported by empirical data and aligned with previous research studies.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient, relevant, and up-to-date.
	

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


	The manuscript has been carefully edited for grammar, clarity, and academic tone. Technical terminology related to agricultural economics and mechanization has been used appropriately. Minor language refinements have been incorporated to enhance readability and scholarly communication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	  Minor data inconsistencies (Yield mismatch in Table 7)

  Some calculation errors in Table 10 (Fixed cost mismatches)

  Grammar and formatting corrections needed

  Figures not properly embedded (Fig. 1 missing)

  References formatting not fully APA compliant

  Discussion section needs deeper theoretical integration
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical issues associated with this manuscript. The study is based on primary survey data collected through informed interaction with farmers.
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