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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 publication provides imperative empirical information and output on the marketing trends and economic performance of floriculture crops in a Karnataka periurban district. The research provides information about crop-specific insights into cost structures, profitability, yield gaps, and marketing inefficiencies which are comparatively underreported in regional floriculture literature by contrasting the cultivation of chrysanthemum and gladiolus. Researchers, legislators, academia, entrepreneurs and extension organizations looking to increase farmers' income through high-value horticulture businesses can benefit from the findings. Additionally, this research adds production economics with marketing research at the farm level that contributes to the literature on applied agricultural economics.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and reflects the content of the manuscript.


	

	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 study is largely comprehensive and clearly presents background, objectives, methods, major findings, and conclusions are all succinctly presented in the abstract. Nonetheless, the following small improvements are recommended: 


Recommendations: i.  In one succinct sentence, briefly describe the marketing limitations (such as reliance on middlemen and storage shortages). Ii. In the final sentence, think about including a brief policy or practical implication (such as the requirement for market infrastructure or extended support). Iii. The abstract might be slightly condensed to make it easier to understand without sacrificing its content.


There is no need for significant removals.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is sound from a scientific standpoint. Standard economic indicators like cost of cultivation, net returns, benefit-cost ratio, and yield gap are appropriately utilized, and the approach is suitable for the stated objectives. Tables and commentary are used to support the results, which are presented rationally. Clarity may be enhanced, though, by providing a brief defense of the yield gap estimation method and a thorough explanation of the scoring mechanism used for marketing pattern analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are largely sufficient and relevant which encompass floriculture studies, marketing behavior, and economic analysis, are generally adequate and pertinent. The manuscript is strengthened by the addition of current studies (2023–2024). 

Small recommendations: i. Steer clear of using the same reference twice (e.g., Nijagonda, 2000 appears twice). Ii. The literature base should be strengthened by adding one or two recent foreign studies on value chains or floriculture marketing. Iii.  Make sure that all entries have the same reference formatting.
	

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


	The language and English quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, coherent, and well-structured. Minor grammatical errors, repetition of phrases, and formatting inconsistencies (spacing, capitalization, symbols) should be corrected through professional copy-editing. These issues do not affect the scientific quality of the paper.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is coherent and offers significant results that are applicable to real-world situations. One of its main advantages is the comparison of chrysanthemum and gladiolus. The conclusions are in line with the findings, and the tables are instructive. The manuscript is ready for publishing with a few small changes pertaining to language polishing, reference consistency, and a slight strengthening of the methodological explanation.
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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 are identified in this manuscript. The study is based on primary survey data collected from farmers, and there is no indication of ethical misconduct.
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