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	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 manuscript addresses a timely and important shift in agriculture through the lens of organic Agri start-ups in India. While the topic is relevant, the scientific community would benefit more if the manuscript included clearer data or case studies to support its claims. For example, it discusses the rise in Agri start-ups and their use of technology, but does not give specific examples or quantitative evidence to show their impact. The value of the manuscript lies in its broad overview, but it currently lacks depth in analysis, which limits its contribution to academic research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and reflects the main topic. However, it is slightly generic and could be made more precise. A clearer title might be: “The Role of Organic Agri Start-ups in Transforming Indian Agriculture” or “Innovating Sustainability: Organic Agri Start-ups and the New Agricultural Landscape in India.” This would give a stronger sense of geographic and thematic focus.
	

	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 introduces the theme of Agri start-ups and organic farming but remains too broad and general. It lacks specific details that reflect the content of the manuscript. For example, it does not mention key aspects discussed in the paper like farm-to-table models, use of blockchain, or government schemes such as NPOP and NABARD. The abstract also makes strong claims like “cultivating change” without clarifying what kind of change or how it is measured. It would benefit from a clearer structure—starting with the context, followed by methods or models discussed, then the main challenges, and finally the significance. Without these revisions, the abstract does not fully prepare the reader for the depth of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is conceptually sound. There is no clear research methodology, data analysis, or empirical evidence provided. Many claims, such as the increase in investment or benefits of blockchain in supply chains, are mentioned without citing concrete studies or statistics. For example, it states that investment in Agri start-ups has increased 20 times in 10 years but does not cite the exact source or provide a chart or dataset. The paper reads more like an extended commentary or opinion piece than a scientifically structured study. To improve, the authors should add data-driven analysis, case study examples, and more careful sourcing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are a mix of recent and older sources, but many key claims in the paper are not supported by citations. For instance, statements about consumer behavior trends, the number of start-ups filing patents, and investment growth need proper, up-to-date sources. Some references, like Vermeir (2006) and Cardello (1995), are quite dated given the rapidly evolving nature of Agri-tech and consumer trends. The paper would benefit from more current, peer-reviewed literature from the past 5 years, especially empirical studies on Indian Agri start-ups, organic certification, and technological adoption in rural areas. Government reports or industry surveys could also strengthen the credibility of the claims.
	

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


	The language needs significant improvement to meet scholarly standards. There are many grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistent use of tenses. For example, the sentence “contemporary tools strategies can should poised to transform farming practices” is unclear and grammatically incorrect. There are also missing articles, run-on sentences, and informal phrases like “these start-ups are stepping in to fix these gaps,” which reduce the academic tone. A thorough language edit is required to improve clarity, flow, and precision. The manuscript should be reviewed by a native or professional English editor before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript covers a relevant and growing area of interest by linking Agri start-ups with organic farming. It has potential, especially for raising awareness and initiating discussion. However, it reads more like a descriptive article than a scientific study. There is no clear research objective, method, or data to support the claims. To strengthen the paper, the authors should define their research scope more clearly, include real-world case studies or data from Indian Agri start-ups, and improve the structure and language. With these improvements, the paper can become a more valuable contribution.
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