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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 makes a valuable contribution by exploring consumer preferences for urban farming kits and services in a rapidly urbanizing Indian city. By analyzing differences across residential categories, it provides insights that can guide both policymakers and agribusiness firms in designing tailored interventions. The use of factor analysis and ANOVA strengthens the scientific rigor, while the study’s focus on Hyderabad offers practical lessons for other metropolitan contexts. Overall, the findings support the growing body of literature on sustainable urban food systems and consumer behavior in developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current title: Consumer Preferences for Urban Farming Kits and Services: A Comparative Study of Residential Categories in Hyderabad
The title is clear, relevant, and aligned with the manuscript. However, it could be made more concise and impactful:


	

	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 provides objectives, methods, results, and conclusions, which is good.

  However:

· The section on factor loadings and statistical values is too detailed for an abstract.

· It should highlight findings and implications instead of technical details.

Suggested revision: Keep only the main dimensions identified (Kit Value & Flexibility, User Convenience) and their significance across residential categories. Remove loadings (e.g., 0.856, 0.922) and ANOVA statistics.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	  The manuscript appears methodologically sound.

  The use of multi-stage purposive sampling, factor analysis, and ANOVA is appropriate for the research objectives.

  Interpretation of results is logical and consistent with the data presente


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	  References are largely sufficient and recent (2017–2025).

  Minor issues:

· Inconsistency in citation format (e.g., “Telangana Horticulture Department” vs. “TGHORTI”).

· Some references (e.g., IJBPAS, Krishi Jagran) lack detailed bibliographic information (volume, issue, pages).

  Suggested additions for strengthening literature:

· Recent global consumer preference studies in Sustainable Cities and Society or Food Policy could be cited for broader comparison.


	

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


	  Overall language is understandable but needs polishing:

· Sentences are often long and dense.

· Repetition of phrases like “urban farming kits and services”.

· Transitions between global, national, and local contexts could be smoother.

  With minor editing, the manuscript can meet scholarly communication standards.


	

	Optional/General comments


	  Consider restructuring the Introduction into global → national → local (Hyderabad) context for better flow.

  Separate Results and Discussion more clearly: Results should present findings; Discussion should interpret them.

  Shorten the Conclusion to focus on contribution and implications rather than repeating results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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