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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.


	This manuscript is an important contribution to agricultural economics and market integration studies by analyzing the price relationship of Byadgi Chilli, a high value GI crop of India. The study offers insights into how price transmission and arrivals interact across different markets, which is highly relevant. The work fills a gap in literature as little has been documented about Byadgi Chilli compared to other Spices. Its findings can help policy makers and reduce market inefficiency. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is very suitable and capture the essence of the study. However, it could be made slightly more precise like “ price Dynamics and Market integration of Byadgi Chilli”. can add the place Karnataka in the title as well.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly outlines the objective, methodology, result and policy implication. However suggest that it currently lists too many econometric tools in details, which can be shortened. The keywords can be improved including Granger Causality test- Correct Spelling, Market Integration, Spice trade, Karnatak Agriculture 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript appears Scientifically sound. The use of ADF, Johansen Co-Integration, VECM and Causality test is appropriate for analysing. However, a dedicated section of Literature review is missing which can make the study robust and link with the earlier studies. More Discussion linking findings to farmer welfare, policy and global spice trade literature would strength the scientific depth
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript has cites both recent and relevant older references, which is commendable. Still, recommend including more literature on Spice market integration and GI product to strengthen the contextual framework. Some references have spacing/ typographical errors- can be corrected very easily
	

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


	The language is generally clear. But, if technical jargons in methodology section can be elucidated little more, it would be suitable for wider audience base.
	

	Optional/General comments


	A dedicated literature review discussion will make the manuscript complete. The paper is methodologically strong, and suitable for publication after minor revision. 
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