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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 study adds to the growing corpus of research on consumer knowledge and behaviour toward organic products, specifically in the setting of two small Indian cities Anand and Vidyanagar. As organic product demand continues to rise internationally due to increasing health and environmental concerns, localized insights such as those offered in this study offer crucial implications for marketers, policymakers, and health educators.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is acceptable and conveys the study's scope and geographical focus. However, to improve academic clarity and precision, a revised title could be:

"Consumer Awareness and Purchasing Behaviour of Organic Products: A Study of Anand and Vidyanagar Cities".
	

	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 clearly summarizes the research aims, methods, significant findings, and implications. However, it can be enhanced by:

1. To reduce duplication, use active voice instead of words like "the findings reveal…" 

and use active voice instead.

2. A quick mention of the sampling procedure and response rate.

3. Finish with a strong implication or policy proposal sentence.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is sound from a scientific and methodological standpoint. The descriptive statistical approach is suitable for the stated aims, and the research topic is clearly defined. The data is processed and presented in an understandable manner. Nonetheless, the following could enhance the discussion section:

1. Incorporating additional comparisons with earlier research (many of which have already been cited).

2. Describing the findings' practical implications for the government, customers, and retailers.

3. Clarifying limitations (e.g., geographic constraint, online-only survey bias).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although several pertinent studies are cited in the text, there aren't enough recent references, particularly those that address the study's main issues of pricing concerns and trust in organic food certification. The authors can include the latest studies to strengthen the literature review and discussion:

1. Munaqib, P.; Darzi, M.A.; Bhat, S.A.; Islam, S.B.; Mushtaq, N. Understanding Millennials and Gen Z’s organic food buying intentions: A mediation and segmentation study. Clean. Waste Systems, 2025, 11, 100294. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clwas.2025.100294.
2. Anisimova, T., & Vrontis, D. (2024). The food you can trust: the moderating role of age in the relationship between consumer values and organic food trust. Journal of Business Research, 182, 114803. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2024.114803.
3. Munaqib, P., Islam, S. B., Darzi, M. A., Bhat, M. A., Al Lawati, E. H., & Khan, S. T. (2025). Antecedents of consumer purchase intention and behavior towards organic food: the moderating role of willingness to pay premium. British Food Journal, 127(2), 779-800. https://doi.org/10.1108/BFJ-03-2024-0275.
Further add few references in addition to the above to strengthen the study.
	

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


	Although the work is comprehensible, it might benefit from a moderate language edit to enhance the scholarly tone, grammar, and sentence structure. Some parts are overly casual or repetitive. Here are some specific examples:

1. “Not Purchase yet” → should be “Have not purchased yet”.

2. "The study clearly reflects" → should be rephrased to "The study indicates" or "The findings reveal".

	

	Optional/General comments


	· The Introduction section requires structural and thematic revision. Currently, it includes fragmented subheadings and commercial-style definitions that do not follow a logical academic flow. The introduction should be rewritten to:

· Clearly identify the problem or issue being addressed;

· Establish the relevance and rationale of the study;

· Describe what the present study contributes; and

· Highlight the research gaps it aims to fill.

· The subheadings should be removed, and the content integrated under a unified “Introduction” heading to maintain narrative coherence and academic tone.

· The literature review, while useful, lacks adequate recent citations on key themes such as trust in organic certifications and price sensitivity, both of which are central to the study's conclusions. Including current international and Indian research on these topics would strengthen the manuscript’s theoretical grounding. Refer to above provided references.
· The language and grammar throughout the paper require moderate editing to meet scholarly standards.

· The major findings section can be included in the results and discussion section. No need to create a separate heading for it.

· As mentioned earlier, the study should include a section on practical implications after 

the results and discussion section.
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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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