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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 holds significant value for the scientific community as it addresses critical challenges in Nagaland’s horticulture sector, a region often overlooked in broader agricultural research. By applying the Garrett Ranking Analysis, the study provides a systematic assessment of the issues faced by pineapple and cabbage farmers, offering valuable empirical insights. These findings not only contribute to the existing body of knowledge on regional agricultural dynamics but also serve as a foundation for developing targeted interventions. Policymakers, researchers, and practitioners can leverage these insights to formulate strategies that promote sustainable growth and improve the livelihoods of farmers in similar socio-economic contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title effectively captures the core focus of the manuscript, highlighting both the thematic (challenges and trends) and methodological (Garrett Ranking) aspects. The current title is broad, suggesting a comprehensive analysis of Nagaland's entire horticulture sector. However, the study's sample is limited to 120 respondents focusing specifically on pineapple and cabbage farmers in selected villages. This may create a mismatch between the scope implied by the title and the actual research focus, potentially misleading readers about the study's breadth.

Alternatives may be “Challenges and Opportunities in Pineapple and Cabbage Cultivation in Nagaland: A Garrett Ranking 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.


	· Clarity and Scope: The abstract effectively outlines the purpose, methodology, and significance of the study. It provides a concise overview of the challenges faced by pineapple and cabbage farmers in Nagaland.

· Structured Approach: Key challenges and suggested interventions are briefly mentioned, giving readers a clear understanding of the paper's contributions.

Suggestions for Improvement:
· Precision: There is some repetition in mentioning "pest management" and "effective pricing systems" for both crops. Consider combining similar points to avoid redundancy.

· Quantitative Insights: Including specific figures or statistical findings could enhance the abstract’s impact and provide a quick insight into the results
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor through its structured methodology, data collection, and analysis. The use of the Garrett Ranking Analysis to prioritize challenges faced by farmers is appropriate and well-executed. The application of Compound Annual Growth Rate (CAGR) calculations to assess trends in horticulture adds quantitative depth, and referencing authoritative secondary data sources enhances reliability. However, the manuscript is scientifically correct, with a solid methodological foundation and well-supported findings by addressing the sample size limitations and refining the title would enhance clarity and impact.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient for foundational support but could benefit from the inclusion of more recent studies and regional comparisons to enhance relevance and provide a broader, up-to-date perspective.
	

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


	Overall, the article's language quality is suitable for scholarly communication, but refining the sentence structure, improving formality, and ensuring consistency in tense and style would enhance its clarity and impact for an international audience.
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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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