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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 provides valuable overview into the emerging bio-pesticide market. By analyzing the perceptions and constraints faced by intermediaries, it addresses a key gap in understanding the supply chain dynamics at the grassroots level. The findings are especially relevant for policymakers, extension agencies, and agribusiness firms aiming to promote environmentally friendly pest management. The study also offers a localized perspective that can inform broader strategies for bio-pesticide adoption in similar agro-ecological regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title of the article is suitable
	

	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.


	Abstract is articulated well.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. It employs appropriate methodology, including structured objectives, relevant statistical models, and systematic data collection. The analysis aligns with the research questions, and the findings are consistent with the presented evidence. Minor methodological clarifications and validation steps are recommended to further strengthen the scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	The language quality of the article is generally suitable for scholarly communication. However, minor revisions are needed to improve clarity, grammar, and consistency. Simplifying complex phrases, defining acronyms at first use, and standardizing terminology will enhance readability and overall presentation.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Abstract: Simplify the language (comprising both dealers as well as retailers) to  (including dealers and retailers).

Methodology

Sampling: Justify the use of snowball sampling (potential bias) and clarify how representativeness was ensured.

Data Collection: Specify the timeline from which month to which month. 

Statistical Models: Explain why logistic regression was chosen for Objective 3 and how multicollinearity was addressed in MLR.

Results and Discussion

Objective 1: Clarify how "agreeability" percentages were calculated.

Objective 3: The high R2 (0.937) suggests overfitting. Discuss potential limitations or validate with cross-validation.

Compare findings with similar studies to contextualize Odisha’s unique challenges.

Conclusion & Recommendations

Replace vague suggestions (expand awareness) with concrete steps (mobile training camps for farmers).

Differentiate recommendations for companies (ethical sales), government (subsidies), and NGOs (awareness campaigns).

Minor Edits

Ensure all are referenced in-text and also mentioned Figures 1-3 and Table 1 in text.

Define all acronyms at first use (e.g., DAESI, ETL).

Standardize all the units (INR 100 lakhs to INR 1 crore).
The manuscript offers an inclusive and relevant analysis of the bio-pesticide market in Khordha district, Odisha, with a focus on intermediaries' attitudes, influencing factors, and constraints. The study is well-organized and contributes meaningfully to the literature on sustainable agriculture. However, revisions are required to improve clarity, methodological rigor, and the practical relevance of recommendations.

Key points for revision include:

· Simplify complex language in the abstract for clarity.

· Provide justification for snowball sampling and explain how sample representativeness was ensured.

· Specify the data collection timeline.

· Clarify statistical model choices and address concerns such as multicollinearity in MLR and potential overfitting in logistic regression.

· Provide details on calculation methods (e.g., agreeability percentages) and validate key results.

· Contextualize findings with relevant literature.

· Offer actionable, stakeholder-specific recommendations.

· Ensure consistency and clarity in presentation: define acronyms, standardize units, and reference all figures and tables appropriately.

Recommendation: Accept with Minor Revisions.
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