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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	 Long, wordy sentences – Many sentences are too long and might be split for better readability.

· Example: “The Khammam district has 39 cold storages which are the highest in number in Telangana.” might be: “Khammam district has 39 cold storages, the highest number in Telangana.”

Repetition – Phrases like “cold storage unit” and “problems during establishment” are repeated excessively.

Minor grammar slips
· Missing articles: e.g., “high cost of electricity for maintenance of cold storage unit” should be “the high cost of electricity for the maintenance of cold storage units.”

· Wrong plural/singular: e.g., “cold storage unit was having an average…” should be “cold storage units had an average…”

Tense consistency – The paper sometimes mixes past and present tense.

· Example: “The study mainly concentrated on economic analysis…” vs “The averages of capacity utilised were given in the above table…”

Awkward phrasing – Some phrases sound translated or literal, not academic.

· Example: “None of the entrepreneurs strongly agreed with land selection as a constraint.” might be smoother: “No entrepreneur strongly agreed that land selection was a constraint.”


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper addresses a highly relevant issue in agricultural economics by examining the bottlenecks faced by cold storage entrepreneurs and analysing capacity utilization. The study is based on valuable primary data and offers useful insights; however, several areas may be improved before publication:

1. Expand the literature review to include more recent and international studies for stronger context.

2. Clarify the sampling methodology, explaining how the 39 cold storage units were selected and discussing representativeness.

3. Incorporate advanced statistical analyses (e.g., regression, correlation, or factor analysis) to strengthen the findings beyond descriptive statistics.

4. Reduce repetition between tables and explanatory text by focusing on key results and insights.

5. Ensure that all tables are properly cited in the text at relevant places to improve flow and readability.

6. Add more visual elements (graphs, charts, infographics) to summarize and highlight major findings.

7. Strengthen the discussion section by interpreting the reasons behind observed trends (e.g., higher utilization in small-scale units).

8. Provide stronger policy recommendations directed at government, entrepreneurs, and investors to increase practical relevance.

9. Include a limitations section to acknowledge the restricted scope (district-level study, limited sample size, etc.).

10. Suggest future research directions, such as comparative studies across states, energy efficiency in cold storage, or applicability to other commodities.

11. Improve the writing flow and conciseness, avoiding redundancy and ensuring clarity.
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