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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 has a scientific element based on its insights into the socio-economic dimensions of floriculture, especially the gladiolus cultivation, which has limited empirical studies. The most scientific aspect is that the study analysed multiple stakeholders. Since the study is scientific in nature, the findings are significant to policymakers and researchers into rural entrepreneurship and agricultural diversification. Authors should provide clear scientific recommendations on how policymakers could translate them into bylaws, policies, and the like. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title captures the research contents. To make the title more scholarly, it can be titled “Stakeholder analysis and socio-economic insights into gladiolus cultivation in Maharashtra.”
	

	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 can be improved by briefly mentioning key findings and practical implications. For example, authors can write: “Most stakeholders demonstrated medium socio-economic status, thus they need enhanced training and market linkages.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and correct in its ontology, epistemology and methodology for exploratory social research. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There is a need to add recent peer-reviewed articles published in 2022, 2023, 2024 and 2025 related to rural economics, rural entrepreneurship, and stakeholder analysis. 
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communication when it is clear, coherent, and easy to understand. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript is good, but it requires minor corrections: The Authors should provide clear scientific recommendations on how policymakers could translate them into bylaws, policies, and the like, briefly mentioning key findings and practical implications, for example, authors can write “Most stakeholders demonstrated medium socio-economic status, thus they need enhanced training and market linkages. Authors should also add recent peer-reviewed articles published in 2022, 2023, 2024 and 2025 related to rural economics, rural entrepreneurship, and stakeholder analysis
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues in this manuscript. 
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