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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 contributes significantly to understanding the entrepreneurial potential of urban and peri-urban agri-enterprises, an emerging field of interest due to rapid urbanization and its implications for food security and sustainability. It provides a multidimensional analysis, offering insights into strategic growth, green innovation, and key determinants like marketing competence and employment generation. The study's findings are practical and relevant for policymakers, agripreneurs, and researchers aiming to foster sustainable urban agriculture. By identifying gaps and strengths in entrepreneurial potential, it addresses critical challenges in achieving a resilient agripreneurial ecosystem.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title effectively captures the essence of the manuscript by emphasizing the entrepreneurial potential and multidimensional analysis of urban and peri-urban agri-enterprises. However, it could be more specific to the region studied. Suggested alternative: "Entrepreneurial Potential of Urban and Peri-Urban Agri-Enterprises in Central Kerala: A Multidimensional Analysis."

	

	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, outlining the study's objectives, methods, and key findings clearly. However, it could benefit from adding the implications of the results for urban agripreneurs and policymakers. Deleting overly detailed statistical methods in the abstract may make it more concise and engaging for readers unfamiliar with the topic.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, with robust methods such as Principal Component Analysis and Kruskal-Wallis tests supporting the conclusions. The operational definitions provided for various dimensions enhance clarity. However, minor clarifications on ecological sustainability and its future potential might strengthen the scientific consistency.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and recent, covering a wide range of studies and frameworks. Additional references on recent innovations in ecological sustainability practices in urban agriculture could enrich the discussion. For example:

· Smith, J. et al., "Advancing Green Innovation in Urban Agriculture," Journal of Agricultural Sustainability, 2022.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and scholarly English, suitable for academic communication. Minor grammatical errors and wordiness in some sections could be revised for smoother readability. For instance, replacing repetitive phrases like "urban and peri-urban agri-enterprises" with "these enterprises" in specific contexts would enhance flow.

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The study could provide more practical recommendations on how urban and peri-urban agri-enterprises can integrate ecological sustainability into their operations effectively.

2. Including a brief discussion on the limitations of the study and potential areas for future research would enhance the manuscript’s scope.

3. The graphical representations, such as the scree plot and weightage distribution, are helpful but could be made more visually appealing and informative by adding clear labels and legends.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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