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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 is important as it provides an empirical analysis of the value chain and marketing efficiency of a GI-tagged agricultural product, Madurai Malli. The study helps us understanding how different marketing channels affect farmers’ income and market efficiency. The findings are useful for policymakers, researchers, and practitioners working on agricultural marketing, GI products, and value chain development. The study also contributes region-specific evidence, which is not captured in the existing studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the content and objective of the study.
	

	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 is mostly expansive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, the abstract can be slightly improved by avoiding repetition and by clearly including policy and practical implications of the findings in one or two sentences.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically appropriate. Standard methods are followed. The objectives are  defined, the methodology is explained, and standard methods like Acharya’s and Shepherd’s methods are correctly applied. The results are logically presented and well supported by data.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and good for the study. Most of the cited literature is logical for the topic. However, the authors may think of adding one or two recent studies (post-2022) on GI products or agricultural value chains to strengthen the literature section.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable. Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present, and some sentences can be simplified for better clarity. A careful language editing will further improve the manuscript’s readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Very good but following points can be considered
1.  Figures and tables are relevant but should be properly numbered and referenced consistently in the text.

2. Some sections, especially the Results and Discussion, can be slightly more concise to avoid repetition.

3. The conclusion can briefly mention policy recommendations more explicitly.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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