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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 highlights the economic viability of Medicinal and Aromatic Plants (MAPs) cultivation integrated with value addition in hill agriculture systems. The study provides practical insights into farm-level processing, branding, and mixed marketing strategies, which significantly enhance farmers’ income. The detailed economic analysis and marketing channel assessment make it valuable for researchers, policymakers, and extension professionals working in sustainable agriculture and agri-entrepreneurship. The case study approach offers a replicable model for hill regions facing challenges such as small landholdings, climate risks, and outmigration
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant and reflects the core theme of the manuscript.
However, it may be slightly modified for clarity:

Suggested title:
“Farm-Level Value Addition in Medicinal and Aromatic Plants (MAPs): A Case Study of Sustainable Livelihood Enhancement in Himalayan Hill Regions”

	

	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 well-structured and clearly presents the objectives, methodology, key findings, and implications.

Suggestions for improvement:

· Briefly mention that this is a case study approach.

· Add 1 sentence about the marketing channel analysis to strengthen the methodological clarity.

· Avoid repeating numerical values excessively; instead, focus on key outcomes.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Is the manuscript scientifically correct?

The manuscript is scientifically sound and economically justified. The cost–benefit analysis, value addition computation, and marketing channel evaluation are logically presented.

However, the following improvements are recommended:

· Clarify calculation methodology for value addition percentage (229.96%).

· Standardize economic terminology (Cost C2, B:C ratio explanation).

· Provide clearer explanation of sample size (single case study limitation).

· Improve formatting of tables and figures.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include recent citations (2025). Literature support is adequate.

However:

· Include 2–3 recent (2022–2024) articles on MAP value chain analysis or farm-level processing economics.

· Ensure uniform citation formatting (e.g., capitalization inconsistencies such as “kala et al., 2006”).


	

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


	Is the language/English quality suitable?

The manuscript requires moderate language editing.

Major issues:

· Grammatical errors (e.g., “integrating MAP cultivation in to farming system” → “into”).

· Inconsistent capitalization.

· Minor typographical errors.

· Some repetitive phrasing.

Professional English proofreading is recommended.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Optional / General Comments

1. Improve formatting of Table 1 and Table 2 for clarity.

2. Correct duplication in Table 1 (0.6 to agriculture & 0.4 to agriculture).

3. Figure numbering should be consistent (Figure 1, Figure 3 – Figure 2 missing).

4. Add a short section on study limitations.

5. Clarify whether prices are constant or nominal (2019–2025 comparison).

6. Strengthen policy implications with specific government schemes (e.g., MAP mission support).
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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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