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	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 manuscript addresses a highly relevant and timely issue in the field of agricultural economics, particularly in the context of horticultural marketing systems in developing regions. The study, which focuses on marketing efficiency and price spread in lemon farming in Rajasthan's Pali area, contributes to the larger discussion about farmer income enhancement, value chain optimisation, and intermediary dominance reduction. The findings are useful for legislators, extension agencies, and agribusiness planners who want to create farmer-centric marketing strategies. Furthermore, given India's increased emphasis on doubling farmer incomes and enhancing supply chain transparency, this article has the potential to provide grounded, field-based findings that can inform regional and national policy frameworks.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article's title is generally appropriate since it clearly highlights the primary variables studied: marketing efficiency and price spread, as well as the specific crop and geographical area. However, it may be strengthened by making it slightly more analytical and impactful. An alternative title such as “Comparative Analysis of Marketing Channels, Price Spread and Efficiency in Lemon Value Chains: Evidence from Pali District, Rajasthan” would better highlight the comparative and value-chain dimensions of the study, which are central to the findings.


	

	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 brief and well-structured, however it could be expanded upon. While it correctly notes the use of Acharya's modified marketing efficiency measure and identifies the most efficient channel, it might be reinforced by quickly noting the sample size, study year, and relevant quantitative findings such as the range of producer share among channels. Additionally, a short concluding policy implication sentence would enhance its completeness. Minor clarification is also needed regarding consistency in reporting channel performance, as Channel IV is stated as most efficient, but the narrative should avoid any ambiguity in ranking across channels.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript's methodological foundation is mostly sound from a scientific standpoint. The use of recognised indicators such as Acharya's Modified Marketing Efficiency formula, price spread analysis, and producers' share of consumer rupees is consistent with agricultural marketing research techniques. The marketing channel analysis framework is adequate. However, there are small numerical anomalies that must be carefully verified, particularly in Channel II, where the wholesaler's net margin appears to be abnormally high in relation to marketing costs and pricing differentials. To ensure internal consistency and accuracy, calculations and percentage figures should be cross-checked. Furthermore, a fuller explanation of sample justification beyond 'convenience and acquaintance' will enhance methodological rigour.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Regarding references, the text provides significant material, particularly studies on citrus marketing and efficiency analysis. However, several citations are out of current or formatted incorrectly. More latest FAOSTAT data (2022-2024) should be thoroughly checked for accuracy and citation year consistency. The addition of current peer-reviewed studies (post-2020) on horticultural value chain modernisation, digital agricultural marketing platforms (such as e-NAM), and supply chain efficiency changes in India would greatly strengthen the literature base. Expanding the reference section with current research on direct farmer-consumer marketing methods and contract agricultural economics would provide a more theoretical foundation.


	

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


	The language quality is understandable, but it requires extensive editing to meet scholarly communication requirements. There are grammatical problems, redundancy, typographical issues (e.g., incomplete formulas, irregular spacing, misaligned percentages), and some confused sentence constructs. The technique section includes several incomplete statistical phrases and formula representations. Professional language polishing and technical proofreading are highly recommended to improve clarity, coherence, and academic tone.


	

	Optional/General comments


	In general, this work has significant empirical value and addresses an economically sensitive problem with a direct influence on farmer wellbeing. The comparative channel analysis is particularly informative, and the emphasis on shorter marketing chains is consistent with recent agricultural marketing reforms. This study has the potential to make a significant addition to the field of agricultural marketing and rural development economics with thorough revision of numerical consistency, refinement of methodology justification, strengthening of literature support, and extensive language editing. The study's emotive core, increasing farmers' share of the consumer rupee, resonates emotionally and deserves to be presented with the utmost scholarly accuracy.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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