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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 manuscript is highly significant for the scientific community as it presents a thorough investigation into India’s declining wool production despite a growing sheep population. It uncovers the structural inefficiencies—such as poor wool quality, limited veterinary access, and shrinking grazing lands—that hinder sectoral growth. By analyzing shifts in trade dynamics and HS codes, the study provides a fine understanding of how India's wool industry is evolving toward value-added imports and competitive exports. These insights are vital for shaping evidence-based policies and revitalizing rural economies dependent on wool.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title—“Unravelling India’s Wool Sector: Trends in Production and Global Trade Dynamics” - is quite suitable. However, to be clearer I suggest “India’s Wool Sector in Transition: Analysing Production Decline and Trade Shifts (2002–2023)”.
	

	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 of the article is fairly comprehensive - it captures the key trends in wool production, trade dynamics, structural inefficiencies, and state-wise disparities, along with relevant quantitative insights. However, to enhance clarity and impact, here are a few suggestions:
Streamline wording: Phrases like “Trade data reveals a nuanced trend” are vague. Instead, consider specifying “Trade data highlights a shift toward value-added imports and stronger export performance.”

Highlight novelty: Mention what makes this study unique such as its integration of HS code analysis with production data across two decades.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically accurate and methodologically robust. It integrates credible datasets, applies sound analytical tools like regression modelling, and presents a coherent narrative supported by two decades of data. Minor refinements in data presentation and methodology clarification could enhance clarity, but the core findings are valid and well-substantiated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, However, the inclusion of more recent peer-reviewed studies post-2020, especially around the COVID-19 impact on livestock and wool trade, would enhance the scholarly relevance. Here are a few suggested additions that could strengthen the manuscript:
Dhillon et al. (2022) – on post-pandemic disruptions in India's livestock supply chains.
Kumar & Prasad (2021) – analyzing climate change effects on grazing and fodder availability.


	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is generally appropriate for scholarly communication. Few suggestions to improve English quality,
Consistency in terminology: Phrases like “wool economy,” “wool sector,” and “wool industry” are used interchangeably. Standardizing terminology would improve coherence.

Avoid redundancy: A few ideas are repeated across sections, especially regarding coarse wool quality and grazing land issues. Streamlining this would improve the article quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript provides a timely analysis of India’s wool sector, combining long-term production data and trade trends to highlight structural inefficiencies and declining output. Its integration of HS code analysis and state-wise disparities adds depth to the discussion, while the language is mostly appropriate for scholarly communication. Including more recent studies post-2020 could enhance its relevance. Overall, the paper contributes meaningfully to research in agricultural economics and rural development.
With minor revisions addressing the following points, the manuscript would make a valuable contribution to livestock economics and rural development literature.

1) Methodological Clarity: Please elaborate further on the regression modelling used for sheep population estimates. Clarify parameter definitions (a, b, X') and assumptions behind the projection model derived from Gupta (2011) and Singh et al. (1991).

2) Reference Formatting: Several references (e.g., Acharya1982, Bhatia et al. 2004, Roy 2016) lack full citation details. Kindly provide complete references and adopt a consistent citation style.

3) Minor language enhancements can improve readability, especially in the abstract and discussion sections. Consider shortening repetitive passages and polishing transitions.
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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