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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 addresses an important issue in agricultural economics and farm mechanization, particularly in the context of small and marginal farmers in India. By empirically examining the impact of Custom Hiring Centres (CHCs) on cost of cultivation, productivity, and profitability, the study provides evidence-based insights into the effectiveness of shared mechanization models. The comparative analysis between beneficiary and non-beneficiary farmers strengthens the validity of conclusions. The findings are valuable for policymakers, agricultural planners, and rural development practitioners aiming to enhance inclusive mechanization and improve smallholder farm income.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear, specific, and reflects the scope and objectives of the study.

Optional refinement (if desired):
“Economic Impact of Custom Hiring Centres on Mechanization, Productivity and Profitability of Paddy Farmers in Mandya District, Karnataka”
(This emphasizes the economic evaluation dimension.)


	

	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 well-structured and clearly presents objectives, methodology, sample size, and major findings (cost reduction, productivity increase, ICBR).

Suggestions for improvement:
Slightly reduce repetition and improve conciseness.

Include a brief mention of the analytical tools used (comparative cost analysis, break-even analysis).

Clarify the 100% mechanization statement to avoid confusion (since some operations are still manual).

Overall, the abstract is informative but can be tightened for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate. The comparative design (75 beneficiaries vs 75 non-beneficiaries) is suitable for impact evaluation. Cost analysis, productivity comparison, incremental cost-benefit ratio (ICBR), and break-even analysis are properly applied and relevant.

However, the following improvements are suggested:

1. The methodology section should clearly specify:

· Whether statistical significance tests (t-test, etc.) were conducted.

· Sampling justification and representativeness.

2. Some tables contain formatting inconsistencies and minor numerical alignment issues.

3. Break-even analysis assumptions should be briefly explained (working hours basis, life span assumptions).

Despite these minor concerns, the study is technically robust.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, references are adequate and include several recent studies (2022–2025). The literature review reflects current discussions on farm mechanization and CHCs in India.

Minor suggestions:
Ensure uniform referencing style.

Some citations need formatting corrections (spacing and DOI presentation).

A few more international references on shared mechanization models could broaden the discussion.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable and academically structured. However, moderate English editing is recommended to improve:

Sentence clarity and grammar

Removal of repetition

Table formatting consistency

Minor typographical errors (e.g., spacing, punctuation, unit formatting)

Professional proofreading would significantly enhance readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study makes a strong practical contribution to agricultural mechanization policy.

Break-even analysis adds originality and applied value.

Tables are informative but need formatting improvement for journal publication standards.

A short “Limitations of the Study” section may strengthen academic rigor.

Policy implications could be highlighted more clearly in the conclusion.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are identified. The study is based on farmer interviews and economic analysis, and no ethical violations are evident.
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