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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 empirical evidence on group dynamics effectiveness within Farmer Producer Organisations in Assam, a region with a high concentration of small and marginal farmers. It contributes to extension education and rural development literature by systematically quantifying group dynamics using a validated index across multiple FPOs. The findings help researchers and policymakers understand which internal group factors most influence organisational performance. This evidence supports better design of capacity-building and governance interventions for FPO sustainability.
	

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

	The title is appropriate and accurately reflects the scope, methodology, and geographical focus of the study. It clearly indicates the analytical nature of the work, the core concept of group dynamics effectiveness, and the institutional context of Farmer Producer Organisations in Assam. No modification is required as the title is specific, informative, and aligned with scholarly standards.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly states the background, objectives, methodology, sample size, key indicators, and major findings of the study. It effectively summarizes the results related to levels of group dynamics effectiveness and highlights the most influential indicators. No major additions are required, as the abstract already provides sufficient context and outcomes for readers to assess the relevance of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. It uses an established Group Dynamics Effectiveness Index with clearly defined indicators, appropriate weightage, and standardized normalization procedures. The sampling design, data collection methods, and statistical analysis are consistent with social science research norms. The interpretation of results is logical and supported by existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are adequate and relevant to the study objectives. They include foundational works on group dynamics, recent studies on FPO performance, and policy documents from credible institutions. The citation list appropriately balances classic theoretical sources with recent empirical research, and no critical references appear to be missing.
	

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

	
The language used in the manuscript is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication. Terminology is used consistently, and the writing effectively conveys complex concepts without ambiguity. Minor grammatical refinements, where needed, have been addressed to improve clarity and flow, but overall language quality meets academic publishing standards.


	

	Optional/General comments

	

Overall, the manuscript is well structured and contributes valuable empirical evidence on the functioning of FPOs. The discussion section effectively links findings to policy and practical implications. With minor revisions for clarity and presentation, the chapter would be a strong addition to the edited volume on business, management, and economics.

Based on the scientific rigor, clarity of presentation, relevance of findings, and contribution to the field, this manuscript merits a score of 8.5 out of 10. The work is suitable for publication with minor revisions, mainly focused on presentation refinement rather than substantive changes.

	




	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. The study involved adult respondents, data were collected through informed personal interviews, and no sensitive personal information was disclosed. Participation was voluntary, and responses were used solely for academic research purposes.
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