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	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 manuscript addresses an important issue in agricultural economics and rural marketing. Farmers’ seed purchasing behavior directly affects crop yield, productivity, and market outcomes. By focusing on coriander growers in Junagadh, the study sheds light on local decision-making processes while also offering insights relevant to broader agricultural input markets. The work contributes to understanding how price, quality, and socio-economic factors interact, which is valuable for both policy makers and seed companies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is suitable, clear, and informative. No change is necessary.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and informative. However, it could be further improved by briefly highlighting the key methodological approach (multiple linear regression) and mentioning the most significant results (price, quality, cropping area, and income as main drivers).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The sampling method is appropriate, the regression model is well applied, and results are clearly presented. However, the main regression results should be summarized in a clearly formatted results table in the manuscript (rather than only within the text), so that readers can quickly interpret coefficients, significance levels, and explanatory power.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and mostly recent (2018–2024). To strengthen the international perspective, the authors may consider adding comparative studies from other regions (e.g., African or Latin American seed adoption research).
	

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


	The English is generally understandable but requires some polishing for grammar and style.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The discussion section could be enriched by comparing findings with similar studies in other contexts. Additionally, limitations of the study (restricted to one district, one crop, and one season) should be explicitly mentioned.
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