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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 addresses a timely issue in urban agriculture and consumer behavior. By examining preferences for urban farming kits across residential categories, it offers practical insights for policymakers, entrepreneurs, and researchers. The findings highlight how living environments shape consumer priorities, contributing to sustainable food systems and tailored product design.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative, but it is somewhat lengthy. A more concise alternative could be:
“Consumer Preferences for Urban Farming Kits Across Residential Categories: Evidence from Hyderabad”
This version keeps the focus while improving readability.
	

	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 but could be improved by adding policy implications, simplifying phrasing (e.g., “mixed analytical research design”), and reducing technical details in favor of highlighting key findings and their practical significance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The use of factor analysis and ANOVA with post hoc tests is appropriate for the objectives. The interpretation of results is consistent with the data, and the discussion links well with broader literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include a mix of national and international sources. Many are from 2022–2025, which ensures recency. Some references (e.g., IJBPAS, Just Agriculture, Krishi Jagran) appear to be popular or semi-academic sources; it would strengthen the manuscript to include additional peer-reviewed articles from indexed journals (e.g., Journal of Cleaner Production, Agricultural Systems, Cities).
	

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


	The language is generally clear and suitable for scholarly communication. Minor improvements in grammar and conciseness would enhance readability.
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