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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.


	The manuscript offers a valuable contribution to the scientific literature through its detailed analysis of the production and marketing constraints affecting cotton cultivation in Maharashtra, India. Utilizing the Garrett Ranking Method, the study generates precise, evidence-based insights into the most pressing challenges confronting cotton farmers, from labor shortages and rising input costs to climate uncertainty and market inefficiencies. The results highlight the intricate relationship between production and marketing factors, demonstrating their collective influence on farmers’ incomes and the sector's long-term viability. Moreover, the study's policy-focused recommendations propose practical strategies to guide targeted interventions, improve rural livelihoods, and revitalize cotton farming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title 'Production and Marketing Constraints in Cotton Cultivation: An Empirical Analysis of Farmer Perceptions in Maharashtra' is not entirely suitable. This is because the use of 'An Empirical Analysis' implies that the authors conducted econometric modeling and that the variables were tested for statistical significance. Therefore, the title could be changed to 'Production and Marketing Constraints in Cotton Cultivation using the Garrett Ranking Technique.
	

	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 too long, should not be divided into three paragraphs, and should be restructured. Specifically:

· In the first paragraph, the author should remove the introductory part about the research content and only keep the part about the sampling technique and the Garrett Ranking Method.

· In the third paragraph, the author should only provide a summary of the proposed solutions, without detailed explanations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The overall structure of the manuscript is relatively complete, containing the main sections of a scientific article. However, some parts need to be supplemented according to the following comments:

1. Materials and Methods

Using a multi-stage purposive sampling technique. These is common method applied in agricultural economics research. However, the following suggestions should be added to make the manuscript more comprehensive and rigorous:

· Regarding 'using a multi-stage purposive sampling technique,' when selecting survey areas in Districts and Talukas, the author only based it on the cotton cultivation area. These bases are all qualitative figures such as: 'significant area,' or 'large area.' Therefore, the author needs to add quantitative data on the cotton cultivation area of the selected areas (what percentage of the total?).

2. Result and Discussion

· For studies related to farmer surveys, before presenting the main research results or empirical models, authors usually present a brief overview of the surveyed farmers or demographic information such as: age, education level, experience, cultivated area, etc. However, this study has not mentioned this. Therefore, the author should add this information.

· In the entire 'Result and Discussion' section, the author only presents the research results very superficially. There is no discussion or comparison with previous research results. Therefore, the author needs to add more references to cite and discuss with previous research results to make the article more comprehensive.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The entire article has only 9 references, which is too few. In addition, most of the references are old and lack up-to-date information. Therefore, more research related to the production and consumption of cotton and other long-term industrial crops should be added.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, concise, and uses appropriate academic vocabulary and style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, the authors need to revise:

· The title of the manuscript and the abstract

· Add more information in the research methods, results and discussion, and references sections.
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