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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 contributes to the limited empirical literature on floriculture marketing systems in developing countries, with a specific focus on rose marketing in Bangladesh. By documenting marketing channels, costs, and margins across different intermediaries and locations, the study provides useful descriptive evidence on value distribution along the supply chain. The findings are relevant for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners interested in agricultural marketing efficiency, value chain analysis, and rural livelihoods. The paper also offers baseline information that can support future comparative or policy-oriented studies in the floriculture sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the subject, location, and scope 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 generally comprehensive and clearly presents the objectives, study area, sampling approach, key findings, and major conclusions. However, it is relatively long and could be improved by reducing descriptive details and emphasizing key quantitative results. It is suggested to briefly mention the analytical approach and to streamline repetitive information about costs and margins for better readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.

	The manuscript is scientifically sound in terms of its objectives, descriptive methodology, and presentation of results. The analytical framework for calculating marketing costs and margins is standard and appropriate for the study objectives. However, the study relies heavily on descriptive statistics with a small sample size, which limits generalizability. This limitation should be more explicitly acknowledged in the methodology or discussion sections.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.

	Yes, the references are relevant to the topic but are largely outdated, with most sources published before 2010. The manuscript would benefit from the inclusion of more recent peer-reviewed studies on agricultural marketing, value chain analysis, and floriculture economics. Adding recent regional or international studies would strengthen the academic grounding of the paper.
	

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

	Yes, the manuscript is understandable, but the English language quality requires improvement. There are grammatical errors, repetition, inconsistent tense usage, and formatting issues throughout the text. Professional language editing is recommended before publication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	The structure of the manuscript is clear, but some sections are overly descriptive and could be condensed.
Figures and tables are informative but require better formatting and clearer captions.
The conclusion would benefit from clearer policy implications derived directly from the results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
No ethical issues were identified in this manuscript.
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