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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 topic is concerned with the use of value chain analysis to assess the channel of distribution of an agricultural product, named Madurai Malli. The essence is to identify the most effective channel of distribution of the product. Two approaches were used in the study namely Acharya’s and Shepherd’s Approach. They helped to ascertain the market potential of the product in relation to channel effectiveness
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The topic should change the topic to: Value Chain Analysis of Market potential for Madurai Malli
	

	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.


	Although it follows the procedure of purpose-methodology-finding-conclusion, it nonetheless has some issues outlined below:
MC I to MC IV you wrote in the abstract should be written in full since it is the first time you are mentioning them. You wouldn’t expect the reader to go to the main content in search of what they mean. Would you?. There is no need stating the channels in the abstract. They are already labelled as MC I, II, etc.  Abstract is generally written in block form. There is no need for the paragraphing at the beginning. So shift the Geographical indicatios (GI) backward
Increase the keywords to 6. The average in keywords is between 5 and 8. Three are certainly not enough

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, to some extent. There are many aspects that have to be fixed. 

 Introduction
1. Source needed in the opening paragraph. Add 2 more citations to make the assertion stronger. Dinnie 2015 is not enough.
Missing Statement of Research Problem and Objectives
The statement of research problem is completely missing. You need to have a section where you tell us the problem of channel of distribution of the product. Which approach has been used before, what problem is it having, why do you think that value chain analysis is necessary to examine the channels? What work was done previously, what gap exists? This is what the new section should identify. Once you have done this, then state your objectives explicitly.
Literature Review

What exactly are sections 2.1 to 2.5? Are they model specifications or literature review?  I suggest you move them to the literature review sections. Have a heading for them called LITERATURE REVIEW.  In this case you have to thoroughly carry out a literature review by adding more authors and their views.
Theoretical Framework

The study is supposed to be anchored on a theory. No theoretical framework presented

Methodology

Use a more precise sampling technique. Justify the use of random sampling. This is actually purposive sampling. Don’t just say random sampling which is overtly broad. Tell us why purposive sampling was used instead of other sampling methods. Other aspects missing are source of data. Did you use questionnaire, interview, or secondary data? Tell us. What is the validity/reliability of the instrument? What is the method of data analysis used. These are completely missing.
Results

section 3.1 (results), state how you came about the percentages attached to the channels. Is your product GI Jasmine or Madurai Malli. Madurai Malli is the Queen Jasmine, a variant of Jasmine that is grown in Madurai. Check
Provide the source of Tables 1 and 2, and explain the Table
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are insufficient
1. References are not strictly APA 7 complaint.  
2. The following items are not APA. Please revise accordingly: 5, 6, 7, 8. 
3. The references are not current. Add more works from 2020 to 2025
	

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


	Watch your spellings. Do not mix American and British spelling be consistent. Analyze, minimize – American; Analyse, minimise – British. See second paragraph of your introduction then your abstract.

	

	Optional/General comments


	I advise the author to go through the above comments carefully and effect them.
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	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 details)
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