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	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 is important because it explores the value chain of pea production with a clear focus on how much value actually reaches the farmers. It highlights the existing gaps along the chain and provides practical insights on how farmers can capture more value through targeted interventions like value addition and improved processing. By shedding light on these dynamics, the research contributes to ongoing efforts to strengthen agricultural value chains and improve rural livelihoods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes it is
	

	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 provides a general overview of the study, the methodology and data analysis were not clearly explained. I expected to see some mention of statistical or economic models used in the analysis—for example, measures like variance or standard deviation—to give the findings more weight and clarity. Including that would make the abstract more robust and informative
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I noticed sections referring to apple analysis, which seemed out of place in a study focused on pea value chains. This made parts of the manuscript somewhat confusing. I have inserted comments directly in the document to highlight these areas and will upload the annotated version for clarity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references provided are not sufficient, and several important claims in the manuscript lack proper citations. For example, the statement that “India is the second-largest vegetable producer globally, after China, significantly contributing to employment, rural poverty reduction, and farm diversification…” was not referenced. Such key statistics and claims should be backed by recent, credible sources like FAO reports, World Bank publications, or official data from the Ministry of Agriculture, Government of India. Adding more current and authoritative references would significantly strengthen the credibility of the manuscript.
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	Yes, the English Language quality is okay for scholarly communication
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