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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.


	This manuscript addresses a critical gap in agricultural marketing research by systematically identifying and prioritizing the constraints in the vegetable supply chain in Assam, India, using empirical data and the Garrett ranking technique. The study’s findings offer valuable insights into infrastructure, logistical, economic, and institutional barriers affecting both growers and intermediaries, which are often overlooked in national-level policy discussions. By providing a region-specific analysis, the work contributes to developing targeted interventions for improving post-harvest management, market transparency, and farmer profitability. The results have direct implications for policymakers, extension agencies, and agribusiness stakeholders seeking to enhance supply chain efficiency and reduce post-harvest losses in perishable commodities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	he abstract is generally comprehensive, as it includes the background, objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it can be improved for better clarity, structure, and reader engagement.

Suggestions for improvement:

1. Clarify the objective — The current abstract mentions analyzing constraints but should explicitly state the research aim in one concise sentence.

2. Add more detail on methodology — Mention the total number of constraints studied and briefly describe the grouping (physical, institutional, financial, etc.).

3. Highlight key findings with comparative insights — Present both growers’ and intermediaries’ top-ranked constraints in a clear contrast.

4. Include implications — End with a sentence on how the findings can be used by policymakers or practitioners to improve the vegetable supply chain.

5. Remove redundancy — Some points (like non-availability of storage facilities) are repeated in both introduction and results; mention them once in the abstract concisely.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of research design, data collection, and application of the Garrett ranking technique.

The methodology is appropriate for identifying and prioritizing constraints, and the statistical approach aligns with established literature in agricultural marketing studies. The selection of districts, crops, and stakeholders is justified based on production dominance and relevance to the study objectives.

However, there are a few areas where scientific rigor could be enhanced:

· Provide exact number of constraints assessed before ranking, to clarify the scope.

· Include data reliability checks (e.g., Cronbach’s alpha) for the questionnaire to strengthen validity.

· Clarify the sampling frame to ensure representativeness of growers and intermediaries.

· Add more quantitative interpretation in the results, such as percentage differences between top-ranked and lower-ranked constraints, to show magnitude of differences.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are mostly sufficient and include a mix of national and international studies, with several from 2022–2025, which keeps the work relatively current. This shows the authors have engaged with recent literature in agricultural supply chains and marketing constraints.

However, there is scope to strengthen the reference list by:

1. Including more international comparative studies on vegetable supply chain constraints to broaden the context beyond India.

2. Adding literature on digital market interventions and post-harvest technology adoption, which is relevant to the recommendations in the conclusion.

3. Including policy-focused references that discuss supply chain reforms in perishable commodities, especially in developing countries.

Suggested additional references:
· Minten, B., Reardon, T., & Sutradhar, R. (2010). Food supply chains in India. Economic & Political Weekly, 45(33), 58–68.

· Trebbin, A., & Franz, M. (2010). Decentralized governance in agricultural supply chains—A case study of Farmer Producer Organizations in India. Journal of Rural Studies, 26(1), 28–37.

· FAO (2021). The State of Food and Agriculture 2021: Making agri-food systems more resilient to shocks and stresses. Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations.
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