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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 fills a clear empirical gap by providing the first systematic marketing efficiency analysis of a recently GI-tagged horticultural crop, offering valuable post-GI performance insights.

 The study contributes to agricultural marketing literature by combining price spread, producer’s share, and Acharya’s modified marketing efficiency in a GI-specific context.

 Findings are highly relevant for researchers, policymakers, and development agencies working on GI governance, farmer income enhancement, and supply chain optimization.

 Title suitability: The title is appropriate and informative; however, it can be sharpened for clarity.
Suggested title: “Marketing Efficiency, Price Spread, and Constraints in GI-Tagged Kodungallur Snap Melon (Pottuvellari) in Kerala, India”

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 The title is largely suitable as it clearly reflects the core focus on marketing efficiency and constraints in a GI-tagged crop.

 However, it is slightly long and can be made more precise by explicitly emphasizing price spread and producer outcomes, which are central to the analysis.

 Streamlining the title would improve readability and enhance its appeal to a wider scientific audience.

  Suggested alternative title: “Marketing Efficiency, Price Spread, and Constraints in GI-Tagged Kodungallur Snap Melon (Pottuvellari), Kerala, India”

	

	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 presents the objectives, methodology, key results, and policy relevance of the study.

 However, minor grammatical inconsistencies and typographical errors (e.g., stray punctuation, repetition) should be corrected for clarity and professionalism.

 The abstract could be strengthened by explicitly highlighting the GI context as a central rather than only mentioning it descriptively.

 A brief concluding sentence emphasizing policy and institutional implications would further improve coherence and impact.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The manuscript is scientifically sound, with well-defined objectives, an appropriate research design, and logically applied analytical tools.

 Established methods such as Acharya’s Modified Marketing Efficiency and Garrett’s ranking technique are correctly used and clearly explained.

 Data interpretation is consistent with empirical results and supported by relevant literature, strengthening internal validity.

 Minor issues such as section numbering inconsistencies (e.g., 2.1 vs. 2.3) should be corrected to improve structural accuracy.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 The references are sufficient, relevant, and largely recent, with good coverage of marketing efficiency, melon marketing, and GI-related studies.

 Inclusion of recent Indian and international studies (2023–2025) strengthens the manuscript’s contemporary relevance.

 A few additional references on GI-led value chains or collective marketing through FPOs could further enhance the policy discussion.

 Overall, the citation framework adequately supports the arguments and findings of the study.
	

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


	 The language is clear, formal, and suitable for scholarly communication, with appropriate academic tone throughout.

 Technical terminology is used correctly and consistently, aiding readability for a scientific audience.

 Minor grammatical errors, spacing issues, and punctuation inconsistencies are present and should be corrected through careful proofreading.

 With light language polishing, the manuscript would meet high international journal standards.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· The manuscript is well-structured and logically organized, making it easy to follow from objectives to policy implications.

· Tables and figures are informative, though clearer captions and consistent formatting would improve presentation quality.

· The discussion could be slightly expanded to compare findings more explicitly with GI performance in other crops.

· Overall, this is a valuable and policy-relevant contribution that merits publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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