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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 text is relevant in terms of current poverty and development arguments because it discusses a continuing world dilemma in terms of structural, as opposed to residual, peasant poverty as an outcome of capitalist modernization. Its historical and comparative analysis between Western and developing countries links the classical political economy with contemporary policy experience, which currently offers a solid conceptual bridging gap that many empirical studies would presently lack. In explaining the contribution of the state to the creation and reduction of peasant poverty, it provides important advice on how to design more equitable land, agricultural, and welfare policies in the Global South. The book is also valuable to those interested in agrarian change, political economy, and rural development, and can provoke more serious theorization of poverty in a way that goes beyond technocratic or growth-led theories.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title reflects the topic, but it is long and uses unclear terms like “Origination” and “Development,” which reduce precision and impact. A more focused title will better communicate the core analytical contribution.
	

	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 represents the general theme, but it is too generalized and fails to clearly indicate the argument, approach, and key findings of the paper. I will advise you to cut off the opening sentences, which reiterate old facts about poverty in the world and to use the space in saying that the paper conceptualizes the notion that peasant poverty is a structural consequence due to the capitalist modernization in both the developed and developing economies. The abstract should be a short summary of what analytical lens (historical and comparative political economy) is studied, what mechanisms were found to be of central importance (agrarian transition, class relations, role of the state, global value relations), and what is the main conclusion of why current poverty alleviation strategies are still so constrained. One final sentence on what it has contributed to policy and theory would come in handy. Keywords also need to be updated to be clear and accurate, such as using Capitalism Countries in place of Capitalism Country, and always make sure that there is consistency between the title, abstract and keywords.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually valid and generally consistent with the published critical political economy and agrarian change literature. Its main argument, that capitalist modernization is the structural reproduction of peasant poverty, not its solution, is theoretically sound and has literature to back up the argument. Nevertheless, some of the generalizations of the past and present have been stated without enough empirical qualification or concrete examples, and therefore, the scientific rigor is compromised. To make the paper more scientifically accurate, it would be better to clarify these claims, limit the use of sources, and better differentiate absolute and relative poverty in various country settings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is not extensive enough, as it contains a lot of classical and influential works that are decent, yet not renewed. The paper could also be improved by being more systematic in its approach to recent developments in global literature on agrarian transformation, global value chains, and structural poverty with respect to empirical research in Asia, Africa and Latin America. I would suggest including after 2000 scholarship which would critically analyze the capitalist restructuring and rural poverty and adding more recent world reports and comparative studies, which would be used to underpin the major assertions and enhance the relevance of the argument in the modern world.
	

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


	The words are clear, and the language does not need any editing, as it still cannot be published in its current state. Grammatical mistakes, clumsy wording, and tense inconsistencies should also be fixed throughout the manuscript. Several long sentences should be made shorter to be easier to understand, and the main ideas should be described in a more specific and succinct manner. It is advisable that a close professional language editing is carried out in order to conform to the standards of communication in scholarly language.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has a relevant theme and a coherent conceptual line, but needs major revisions in terms of empirical grounding, clarity of argument, updated references, and language. 
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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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