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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 an important contribution to scientific understanding and agribusiness practice by providing an in-depth analysis of post-harvest losses in mango supply chains in India, the world's largest producer of mangoes. Its focus on quantifying losses at multiple stages, backed by consolidated evidence from numerous studies, informs researchers, policymakers, and practitioners about the scale and distribution of inefficiencies in the sector. By highlighting detailed intervention points ranging from technical solutions in harvesting and packaging through to institutional measures and policy recommendations, the manuscript advances the scientific conversation on supply chain optimization and sustainable horticultural development. The integration of international best practices and systematic policy suggestions stresses its relevance for both national strategy and broader comparative research in agricultural economics and value chain management.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Post-Harvest Losses in Mango Supply Chains in India: An Analysis of Causes and Preventive Measures," is clear, accurate, and effectively expresses the manuscript's purpose and scope. It aligns well with scholarly standards and the expectations of readers in agribusiness and agricultural economics. No alternative title is needed, but if further specificity is preferred, consider: "Quantitative Assessment and Solutions for Post-Harvest Losses in Indian Mango Supply Chains".
	

	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 and concisely presents production statistics, the extent and locus of losses, key intervention points, and policy recommendations. It clearly identifies the core causes of losses and summarizes technologies and policy recommendations. However, it could be improved by explicitly noting methodological approaches like whether the review is systematic, meta-analytic, or narrative and briefly mentioning the literature base or time frame covered. Adding a statement about the implications for Indian farmers and processors would also enhance its practical relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript presents scientifically sound data, including well-referenced statistics, comparative tables, and references to peer-reviewed literature as well as government and FAO reports. It utilizes consolidated findings and synthesizes interventions based on internationally accepted post-harvest and supply chain management principles. The logic and flow of arguments are coherent, and the recommendations are evidence-based.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are numerous and up-to-date, incorporating sources from 2013–2025, including peer-reviewed journal articles, government reports, and international publications (FAO, Statista, ICAR). For further enrichment, more references on digital supply chain innovations and recent case studies from comparative contexts (such as Latin America or Africa) could be considered.
	

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


	The manuscript is well written, with clear scholarly English suitable for professional communication in agribusiness and agricultural economics. The language is formal, precise, and maintains technical accuracy throughout.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The review offers actionable insights for both practitioners and policymakers, bridging gaps between agricultural science and economics. Inclusion of more data visualizations or case examples could further enhance clarity for diverse audiences.
The manuscript warrants acceptance with minor revisions, chiefly for abstract improvement and enrichment of reference diversity.
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