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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.


	The manuscript addresses the role of blockchain in green marketing, particularly in the agricultural context, with a focus on sustainability and consumer perceptions. This topic is timely and important given the global emphasis on circular economy practices, eco-friendly consumer behavior, and the integration of emerging technologies in sustainable business models. The research provides insights into how blockchain can support transparency and trust in green marketing, which is relevant for policymakers, practitioners, and academics. It makes a valuable contribution to the intersection of marketing, sustainability, and technology.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title “A Study on Role of Blockchain in Green Marketing” is generally suitable. However, since the study focuses heavily on agriculture and consumer behavior in India (Rajasthan), a more precise title could be:

“The Role of Blockchain in Green Marketing: Evidence from Agriculture and Consumer Perceptions in India.”

	

	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 informative but does not clearly highlight the role of blockchain. It focuses more on agriculture and green marketing. Suggestions:

· Explicitly mention blockchain’s contribution to transparency, consumer trust, and sustainability.

· Summarize the methodology and key findings more clearly.

· Ensure that keywords include “Blockchain,” as this is central to the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, but there are some issues:

· The methodology section relies heavily on secondary literature synthesis and survey data but does not fully explain the sampling process and questionnaire design. More detail is needed to establish rigor.

· Statistical analysis is descriptive; inferential methods (ex: regression, correlation) could strengthen the findings.

· The discussion sometimes repeats the literature instead of deeply interpreting findings in the context of blockchain.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are a mix of older and newer works. Some key areas need strengthening:

· More recent blockchain-related studies (2020–2024) should be included.

· Several web references are outdated or incomplete (ex: broken links). Ensure proper formatting (APA/Harvard consistency).
	

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


	The manuscript is generally understandable, but there are frequent grammatical and stylistic issues. Examples include long, complex sentences that should be simplified. Professional English editing is recommended to improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Figures and tables are informative but could be more clearly labeled (ex: “Table 2: Age Distribution” should have a descriptive title about its relevance). The discussion should better integrate blockchain’s value (traceability, decentralization, smart contracts) in green marketing. The conclusion is strong but could be more concise and directly tied to blockchain’s role.
The manuscript is relevant and contributes to the discussion of blockchain and sustainability. However, improvements in abstract focus, methodology detail, reference updating, and language editing are necessary before publication.
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