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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.


	Current manuscript is an analysis of the marketing channels and efficiency for chia cultivation in the Kalyana-Karnataka region. Given chia's growing importance as a superfood and cash crop in India, the findings contribute to understanding supply chain dynamics and farmer profitability. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript.
	

	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 needs to be revised further for clarity and brevity. It currently includes too many district-specific numbers and detailed results which should appear in the main text. A concise summary of objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications is recommended.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript uses appropriate and recognized marketing efficiency tools (Shepherd’s, Acharya & Agarwal’s, Efficiency Index). However, the statistical robustness of sampling size and representativeness could be better justified. Charts and graphs are not presented properly and need improvement
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	While the references are largely relevant, several are M.Sc./Ph.D. theses and not peer-reviewed articles. It is recommended to include more peer-reviewed and recent studies, especially those related to marketing efficiency in minor crops.
	

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


	No. The manuscript requires significant English editing for grammar, spelling, and sentence structure. There are several typographical and grammatical errors (e.g., “Similer,” “utilіzіng,” “chaіn”), affecting readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	 Results should be better visualized (charts/figures).Figures mentioned (e.g., Fig 1 and Fig 2) are not properly included.Discussion should more strongly relate to policy recommendations or link with previous literature.
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