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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 provides valuable insights into productivity dynamics of India’s food processing sector — a crucial link between agriculture and manufacturing. By applying the Cobb–Douglas production framework to estimate Total Factor Productivity (TFP), the study highlights structural heterogeneity and identifies sub-sectors with potential efficiency gains. The findings have strong implications for policymakers focusing on technological diffusion, supply chain efficiency, and skill development. The work contributes to a relatively underexplored area in the Indian industrial context, offering a sound empirical base for future research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is precise, relevant, and accurately reflects the content and methodology of the study.
	

	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 detailed and provides a clear summary of objectives, methods, key findings, and implications.
Minor suggestion:
· The sentence structure can be refined slightly for brevity and readability.
· Example: replace “was continued to be dominated” with “continues to be dominated.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes. The study employs appropriate econometric and statistical methods (Cobb–Douglas framework) and provides clear explanations of variable definitions and interpretations. The conclusions logically follow from the results.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes. The manuscript cites relevant literature (2015–2024), including both Indian and international studies.
Suggestion: Include one or two more recent references (post-2022) on productivity measurement in emerging markets to strengthen contextual grounding.
	

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

	
Yes, overall language quality is good. Minor grammatical issues and redundant phrases can be edited for conciseness (e.g., “was continued to be dominated” → “continues to be dominated”).




	

	Optional/General comments

	
  The paper is well-structured with clear sections on methodology, results, and policy implications.
  Figures and tables are appropriately labeled and informative.
  Consider summarizing key findings visually in a chart or flow diagram for better readability.
  The appendix provides robust data support, enhancing credibility.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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