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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.


	The topic of the manuscript is important from the point of view of enhancing farmers income. Agroforestry could be an important part which (if thoroughly explored) could supplement farmers income along with tradition crop production practice. 
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive. I would suggest to give a brief overview of the methodology instead of detail explanation. Second is the result part is somewhat lacks clarity. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	As a case study, the manuscript tries to capture the existing marketing channels of agroforestry, so in my opinion it is correct scientifically. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references given in the manuscript are given in a haphazard manner. It does not follow APA style reference writing. It is neither ordered alphabetically nor chronologically. Most of the studies are more than 10-15 years old. So it is suggested that they should add recent studies. 
	

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


	The English quality of the manuscript is not good at all. It is mostly on the poor side. Heavy rectification needed in the language part. 
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