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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 (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 research offers crucial empirical evidence from Jammu and Kashmir that validates the classical Marshallian inefficiency hypothesis, demonstrating that secure land tenure is a key driver of agricultural productivity. Its importance lies in bridging a critical data gap and providing a scientific basis for land tenure policy reforms, making it a valuable addition to the fields of agricultural and development economics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Land Tenure and Agricultural Efficiency: Empirical Evidence from Jammu and Kashmir
	

	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.


	To enhance it further, I suggest briefly mentioning the sample size (n=144) and the specific method used (Data Envelopment Analysis - DEA) to give readers an immediate sense of the study's scale and technical approach.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	The language is generally good and suitable for scholarly communication. However, there are minor grammatical errors and occasional awkward phrasing throughout the manuscript that require careful proofreading. A thorough language edit is recommended. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The study uses a cross-sectional design (data from a single point in time) and attributes differences in efficiency primarily to tenure type. However, other crucial factors that also influence efficiency (e.g., soil quality, access to irrigation, specific crop mix, proximity to markets) are not measured or controlled for. Therefore, it is difficult to conclusively prove that tenure type causes the efficiency differences; the observed correlation might be influenced by these other unobserved variables.

Why it's a major problem: It challenges the core conclusion of the paper. A sharecropper might be less efficient not just because of the tenure agreement, but because they are forced to farm on poorer quality land or grow less profitable crops.

How to Improve: Acknowledge this limitation explicitly in the discussion. Ideally, a more robust method like Propensity Score Matching (PSM) (which you mentioned in the Lit Review) could be used to create a comparable control group, but this is often difficult with small samples. At a minimum, you must discuss this alternative explanation for your findings.

2. Methodological Justification and Depth

The application of the Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) model is not sufficiently justified and explored in depth. The use of a Constant Returns to Scale (CRS) assumption is particularly questionable for a sample dominated by small and marginal farms, where Variable Returns to Scale (VRS) is almost always more appropriate. The study stops at calculating efficiency scores without attempting to explain what factors cause the inefficiency.

Why it's a major problem: It makes the analysis seem technically shallow. Using an inappropriate DEA assumption can distort the efficiency scores. Without a second-stage analysis, the paper misses a key opportunity to robustly test the impact of tenure type while controlling for other variables like farmer age and education.

How to Improve:

Justify the choice of CRS or, better yet, re-run the analysis using a VRS model.

Conduct a second-stage regression analysis (e.g., using a Tobit model) with the efficiency scores as the dependent variable and tenure type, education, age, and farm size as independent variables. This would isolate the unique effect of tenure on efficiency.

3. Generalizability and Contextualization

The findings are based on a relatively small sample (n=144) from only two tehsils in the Jammu district. The socio-economic and agricultural conditions in these two tehsils may not be representative of the entire Jammu division, and they are certainly not representative of the Kashmir Valley, which has a very different agro-climatic profile.

Why it's a major problem: It severely limits the scope of your conclusions. The policy recommendations, which are made for "Jammu and Kashmir," are based on data from a very small and potentially unrepresentative part of the state.

How to Improve: Clearly state this limitation in the conclusion. Avoid over-generalizing your findings. Use phrases like "in the studied areas of Jammu" instead of "in Jammu and Kashmir." Frame the policy suggestions as pilot recommendations for regions similar to Marh and R.S. Pura, rather than for the entire state.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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 details)
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