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	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 significance of this topic is twofold: firstly, it addresses Food Loss and Waste (FLW), a major topic in global research on sustainability and food security; and secondly, it provides a framework for analyzing the relationship between food and sustainability. The study has several strengths:

The issue pertains to the retail sector of fruit and vegetables, where financial losses are a common occurrence.

The focus is directed towards rural markets, a subject that has received comparatively less scholarly attention.

The analysis encompasses not solely the quantitative aspect of waste, but also the perceptions held by traders.

Furthermore, the dimension of environmental impact is also encompassed.

The study's findings carry significant implications for the formulation of agricultural policies, the management of rural markets, the reduction of food waste, and the education of traders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, maybe a little too long. I would suggest: Food Loss and Waste in Rural Markets of Faridpur, Bangladesh: Socioeconomic Characteristics and Perceptions of Fruit and Vegetable Retailers
	

	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 summary is quite clear and well structured. It contains methodology and results but could be improved by eliminating repetitions, simplifying sentences and synthesizing numerical results. Thus, there is a part that is repeated almost identically: “75.0% of vegetable retailers and 72.37% of fruit retailers…” appears twice with very close information. 

There is also a slightly confusing sentence: “74.17% of vegetable and 76.32% of fruit retailers recognized the environmental pollution and public health risks associated with vegetable and fruit loss and waste” It would be clearer if it were formulated more compactly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The introduction provides a general context of food losses and waste, but the specific contribution of the study is not sufficiently highlighted.

The design is suitable for the study of perceptions and practices, and the methodology is appropriate. The results are relevant for public policy and market management. In particular, the results can support investments in cold storage, training programs for traders and waste management systems. This component is a significant strength of the manuscript.

The conclusions drawn are pertinent and demonstrate a strong correlation with the results; however, they are excessively lengthy, repetitive, and include an overabundance of detailed results (percentages and explanations that would be more appropriately located in the Results or Discussion section). They should be shortened, repetitions removed and percentages reduced. It is important to note that the conclusions do not provide exact values, but rather, they offer general trends.
	

	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?


	The article under consideration is written in a style and register befitting academic discourse.
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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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