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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 addresses a highly relevant issue in agricultural economics and international trade, focusing on India’s Basmati rice exports-a premium commodity with significant implications for farm incomes, foreign exchange earnings, and trade policy. By systematically examining growth, instability, and export share over a long post-WTO period, the study provides valuable empirical evidence on the dynamics and volatility of agricultural exports in a developing economy context. The use of standard instability indices and real price analysis strengthens its policy relevance, particularly in the face of global market shocks, trade restrictions, and climate uncertainties. Overall, the paper contributes meaningfully to literature on agricultural trade performance, export sustainability, and policy planning.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article suitable.
	

	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 largely comprehensive and clearly outlines the objectives, data period, methodology, and analytical tools used. However, it can be strengthened further.

Suggestions:

· Explicitly state the key findings (e.g., magnitude of growth and instability).

· Clarify that the study is commodity-specific (Basmati rice) rather than multiple commodities.

· Reduce methodological repetition and add one concluding sentence on policy implications.

· Consider removing references to imports, as the empirical analysis focuses primarily on exports.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically correct. The application of Compound Growth Rates, Coefficient of Variation, and Cuddy-Della Valle Instability Index is appropriate and consistent with established agricultural trade literature. The period-wise analysis enhances robustness, and the use of constant prices provides a realistic assessment of export performance. However, the study remains descriptive in nature, and deeper econometric or causal analysis could further strengthen scientific rigor.
	

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

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


	Yes, the language/English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Additional section-wise improvement suggestions

i. Abstract and keywords 

· Highlight key numerical findings (growth and instability ranges)

· Remove ambiguity regarding imports

· Add policy relevance in concluding sentence

· Refine keywords (e.g., export instability, agricultural trade, Basmati rice)
ii. Introduction

· Sharpen the research gap (limited long-term instability analysis of Basmati rice)

· Reduce general discussion on agriculture; focus earlier on rice exports

· Clearly link WTO reforms, trade bans, and global shocks to study motivation

· End with clear, concise objectives
iii. Data and Methodology

· Improve clarity by reducing formula repetition

· Add justification for choosing CDVI over alternative instability measures

· Briefly discuss limitations of secondary data

· Consider adding a schematic flow of analytical steps
iv. Results and Discussion

· Reduce year-by-year narration; emphasize trend interpretation

· Strengthen comparison with recent empirical studies

· Discuss implications of high instability for farmers and exporters

· Integrate policy shocks (export bans, COVID-19) more analytically
v. Conclusions
· Make conclusions more synthesis-oriented

· Clearly link findings to policy implications

· Add a short future research direction 
vi. Miscellaneous

· The author(s) should mark Conclusions as section IV and not 7, as it breaks the sequence.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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