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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 current trend in floriculture is the production of dried flowers, the export of natural dyes and essential oils indicates the high demand for good quality flower seeds and ornamental plant materials.

In the work and considering the problems, an attempt was made to ascertain data and findings on the socio-economic profile of garland makers, identify operational difficulties and assess their willingness to adopt new technologies, especially a flower weaving machine in the study area. A purposive sampling technique was used to select 100 garland vendors, ensuring the representation of different socioeconomic backgrounds in the respective flower market yards, as highlighted in the paragraph above.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic of the manuscript is of interest for publication. It is dealing with on the work deals with garland making, and in particular, it functions largely as a decentralized, cottage industry, which mitigates rural-urban migration, but also enhances women's participation in income generation, while also serving as a supplementary source of income for agricultural households.
	

	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.


	I could suggest being more specific about the results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, this paper expresses relevant and clear objectives, is clearly written and the flow of the text is understandable. The paper is also well structured, and the analysis is well executed.
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	Yes.
	

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


	Yes.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is suitable for publication if the authors are willing to make some minor revisions before publication:

1. Provide a more robust justification for the sampling approach and discuss potential bias/limitations in representativeness.

2. Enhance academic presentation.
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