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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 an important, practical topic, determinants of coriander seed purchasing among farmers in Junagadh district, which is directly relevant to seed suppliers, extension services, and local agricultural policy. Understanding input-buying behaviour at the farm level helps design better extension messages, pricing strategies, and distribution mechanisms. The sample size (n=200) is adequate for exploratory regression analysis, and the findings (price and quality as principal determinants) contribute regionally relevant evidence to the literature on seed adoption and farmer decision-making.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and appropriate.
	

	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.


	Partly, the abstract should explicitly state: sample size (n = 200), sampling approach (multi-stage sampling), analysis method (multiple linear regression), the unit/timeframe of the dependent variable (quantity purchased, kg, over which period), and the main numeric results (R² ≈ 0.706 and the sign/significance of main coefficients). Also, remove any causal language (e.g., “leads to”) and replace it with association wording unless causal identification is supported.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There are important methodological and reporting issues that must be addressed before the manuscript can be judged scientifically sound: (1) treatment/coding of categorical variables needs justification or re-specification (use dummies or show sensitivity), (2) the reported regression table contains impossible formatting for Annual Income (coefficient and SE shown as 0.0000 while t and p are nonzero), this must be corrected, and (3) standard model diagnostics (multicollinearity/VIF, heteroscedasticity tests, residual analysis, influence/outlier checks) are missing and should be reported. After these corrections and robustness checks, the analysis may be scientifically acceptable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Generally, yes, the manuscript cites many recent local studies (2023–2025).
	

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


	No, the manuscript requires proofreading and language polishing. There are several grammatical issues and awkward phrasings.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add a descriptive statistics table (means/SDs; counts/proportions) for all variables.

· Clarify data collection dates, response rate, interviewer training, and ethical/consent procedures.

· Provide the survey instrument or a variable codebook as supplementary material.

· Replace causal wording with association wording unless causal analysis is supported.
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