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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 study contributes to understanding how NCDEX futures contracts help mitigate price risks in the coriander market. It provides empirical evidence useful for policymakers, traders, and farmers in improving market transparency and hedging efficiency. The topic is relevant to agricultural economics and risk management, especially in emerging markets like India.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear and informative.

However, a slightly refined version could improve clarity and conciseness:

Suggested title: “Price Risk Management through NCDEX Futures: Evidence from the Indian Coriander Market.”
	

	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 covers the aim, methodology, and findings but is overly detailed with technical data and statistical formulas. It should focus more on the research contribution, key findings, and policy implications rather than raw calculations. A concise and balanced abstract will enhance readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The research is scientifically valid and well supported by empirical data. However, the study could be strengthened by employing more robust econometric models such as GARCH or VAR to measure volatility. The discussion should also better connect the statistical findings with the economic meaning and implications for stakeholders.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are adequate and include several recent studies (2018–2024). Yet, adding more international comparative literature on agricultural futures or hedging effectiveness in other commodities would improve the global perspective of the paper.
	

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


	The English is understandable but requires improvement. The author should revise long sentences, correct grammatical inconsistencies, and standardize capitalization. Professional proofreading is recommended to enhance readability and publication quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study provides rich data and relevant policy recommendations. Tables and figures are informative but could be simplified for clarity. The discussion and conclusion should more explicitly relate the results to the objectives and previous literature. Overall, it is a promising paper with minor structural and language issues.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns are observed. The study uses publicly available secondary data and voluntary survey responses.
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