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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.


	With an emphasis on the Barmer area, this research provides insightful empirical data on the economics of cumin farming and growth performance in Rajasthan. It integrates primary and long-term secondary data with specific analytical techniques including Garrett's ranking, cost ideas, and exponential growth models. Researchers, legislators, and planners looking to increase the viability of spice crops and rural income can benefit from the findings.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the study's emphasis and breadth are made apparent in the title. For more polished language, the phrase "Growth analysis and economic performance" can be changed to "Growth trends and economic performance."


	

	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 successfully summarizes the goals, procedures, outcomes, and major conclusions. Enhance the flow of the phrase and eliminate small grammatical errors (e.g., "was observed in the production of cumin in Barmers"  "was observed in cumin production in Barmer"). Additionally, provide a final statement emphasizing the policy implications or practical value.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Indeed, the methodology of the study's design, data collecting, and analysis is good. It is reasonable to apply constraint ranking, cost analysis, and exponential models. However, a more thorough description of the criteria used to classify sample farms (small, medium, and big) would improve the paper. The interpretation would also be strengthened with a brief explanation that connected the results with earlier study findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and generally current. However, including more recent study on cumin value chains or seed spice economics (2023–2024) will improve the manuscript's relevance and show that it is aware of recent findings.


	

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


	Verify the uniformity of verb tenses again, especially in the Results and Discussion.

Make percentage symbols and spacing consistent (e.g., "8.9%" rather than "8.90%").

Make lengthy phrases easier to read.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is thorough and full of information. Tables and figures are labeled clearly. To prevent redundancy between "Results" and "Discussion," the discussion might be somewhat shortened. The practical value of the study would be increased by include a paragraph on policy recommendations, such as encouraging irrigation dependability, integrated pest control, and cumin insurance plans.
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