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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	The manuscript offers a focused empirical assessment of Azadpur Mandi’s infrastructure, vendor density, and operational bottlenecks and is relevant for researchers and practitioners in agricultural marketing, supply chain management, and urban food systems. Its detailed use of primary data from key market actors (retailers, wholesalers, commission agents) fills a practical gap by quantifying infrastructure functionality, constraints, and priority interventions in one of Asia’s largest fruit and vegetable markets. The integration of vendor density analysis, Garrett ranking, and recent literature on post-harvest losses and supply chain disruptions adds value for policymakers designing market yard reforms and post-harvest investment strategies. With some tightening of methods and clearer positioning within the broader agri-food systems literature, the paper can make a useful contribution as a case study informing similar wholesale market interventions in other Indian cities and
developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title, broadly reflects the content but is somewhat generic and does not highlight the specific focus on infrastructure, congestion, and vendor density. A more precise alternative could be:“A Study on Operational Dynamics, Infrastructure Gaps and Strategic Interventions in Azadpur Mandi, Delhi”
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	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 clearly states background, purpose, methods, key findings, and conclusions, and it is aligned with the body of the paper. It usefully identifies main constraints (parking, cleanliness, storage) and indicates the use of Garrett ranking and descriptive statistics. However, it is overly wordy, with long sentences and some grammatical issues (e.g. “time centric interventions”, “overcrowded stakeholders”) that reduce clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Conceptually, the paper’s problem statement (congestion, infrastructure deficits, vendor density and post-harvest loss risks in a major wholesale market) is sound and well-anchored in recent literature on post-harvest management and supply chains. The use of Garrett ranking, descriptive statistics, and vendor density calculations is methodologically acceptable for an exploratory case study. Overall, it is scientifically acceptable as a descriptive, exploratory case study, but the methodology and limitations should be more explicitly and critically
discussed
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is reasonably broad and includes recent and relevant sources (2020–2025) on post-harvest losses, supply chain disruptions, market congestion, and occupational issues of mandi labour. Key references from journals such as American Journal of Agricultural Economics, Agricultural Reviews, and Frontiers in Environmental Science are included, along with policy and web-based sources (APMC, ICRIER, etc.). However, the following literature may be added:

· Recent work on Indian APMC market reforms and e-NAM/wholesale market modernization to better situate Azadpur within national policy debates.
· Literature on urban food systems and metropolitan wholesale markets (e.g. Delhi or comparable megacities) to strengthen the conceptual framing.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript communicates its main ideas, but the English requires careful revision for scholarly publication. Common issues include:

· Frequent grammatical errors and awkward phrasing (e.g. “time centric interventions”, “surmount arrival”, “ill atmospheric for doing efficient business operations”).
· Long, multi-clause sentences that reduce readability, especially in Introduction, Abstract, and Conclusion.Paper.docx
· Inconsistent use of tenses and articles, and occasional incorrect pluralisation
	

	Optional/General comments
	There is a need for improvement in English language, clearer methodological justification (sampling, assumed areas, limitations), tighter structure, and a slightly stronger conceptual framing to reach publishable quality
	





	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	
Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

As the study is based on non-sensitive interviews with market stakeholders and secondary data on arrivals and infrastructure; no personal or clinical data are used. There is no indication of ethical
violations within the text
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