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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.

	The manuscript topic is of great importance not only to the scientific community but also to onion producers, to its consumers, and also to policymakers and all actors involved in the onion value chain. This study, which was carried out in one of the largest countries in the world, especially highly developed countries in agriculture (India), makes relevant recommendations for improving the socio-economic situation of onion producers. This manuscript contributes to enriching the scientific documentation and provides insights to policymakers for effective action to improve the well-being of the population.
	

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

	The title should contain the name of the study area (country). Therefore the title of this article would be more suitable by using the following alternative title :
“Analysis of Marketing Behaviour ofOnion Growers in India: A Case Study of Nashik and Solapur districts in Maharashtra State”. 

	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and brief. However, the name of the study area could be added to keywords. "Always" should be removed from keywords 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The subsections and structure of the manuscript are scientifically appropriate but :
· As a subsection title, write "Materials and Methods" instead of "Methods.”
· The study area (Niphad and Madha) have to be mapped
· In “Results and Discussion” section, only the results of the study were interpreted. There was no discussion. However, the results of the study should be compared with the results of some previous studies.
· As a subsection title, write “Conclusion” or “Conclusion and recommendations” instead of “suggestions”.
· The conclusion sub-section, must be well developed by following the steps to draft an effective conclusion (like summarise the thesis, provide the manuscript supporting arguments and some useful observations, give the readers some points/ideas to think about). 

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are sufficient but more recent references are wishing to be used or added. 
· [bookmark: _1fob9te]Almost all authors that have been listed in the reference subsection are not cited in the body of the manuscript. Therefore, all authors listed in reference should be cited in the manuscript and vice versa.
	

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

	· The language (English) of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communications. 
· In scientific writing, personal or possessive pronouns (Regarding the authors of the article) are not used. Therefore, do not use possessive pronouns such as "our country" in the manuscript. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	With making minor revision the article can be accepted. 

No suspected plagiarism in this manuscript
I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
No ethical required for this manuscript
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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