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	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.


	1. The key points in this article are about understanding the entrepreneurial behavior of mango farmers in the Eastern Dry Zone of Karnataka to enhance productivity and value addition in mango cultivation. 

2. Farmers are at medium to low levels of entrepreneurship, the study suggests the need for training and education interventions. 

3. The study also emphasizes the importance of enhancing innovation, leadership and risk-taking capabilities to encourage post-harvest activities such as processing and loss reduction.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Quite interesting and inspiring, but there are several things that can be considered to ensure suitability with the contents of the article:

Describes the main focus of the research, namely the entrepreneurial behavior of mango farmers.


	

	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 quite informative, but in terms of completeness and academic structure, there are several aspects that need to be improved to be more comprehensive, namely: 1. The research objectives are not clear enough, 2. Does not mention the data analysis method, 3. Does not convey the implications of the research results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this manuscript is quite correct and scientifically valid, but there are several important aspects that need to be improved or strengthened to meet higher scientific standards, namely:

1. Methodological Limitations:

The measuring instrument or scale used to assess each component of entrepreneurial behavior is not explained. Is it based on a Likert scale? Is the tool validated?

2. The statistical analysis technique used is not clear enough. Although it is stated that there is a correlation, the results or significance are not conveyed.

3. Interpretation Needs to be More Critical:

Although there have been attempts to explain the factors behind farmer behavior, most of the analysis is descriptive without linking more deeply to the theoretical framework of entrepreneurship (eg Schumpeter's theory, McClelland, etc.).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Lack of use of basic theoretical literature related to entrepreneurship (such as theories from David McClelland, Joseph Schumpeter, or Drucker).

2. Does not cite official data from the FAO or World Bank related to horticulture, agropreneurship, or added value in the global agricultural sector.


	

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


	English in this article is quite good


	

	Optional/General comments


	The topic of this article is relevant and important, especially in the context of horticulture-based agribusiness development and farmer empowerment in the dry regions of India. Focusing on the entrepreneurial behavior of mango farmers is an interesting contribution to the literature on agricultural entrepreneurship. 

The references used are still limited and most of them are local theses or old articles. It is advisable to add international or recent references from reputable journals to strengthen the position of this article in a global context.
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