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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript addresses an economically significant sector of India’s horticultural economy. Mango cultivation, processing, and marketing involve millions of small and marginal farmers, and a better understanding of the value chain can contribute to improving farmer income and reducing post-harvest losses. A consolidated review of pre-production, post-harvest handling, processing, marketing channels, and institutional support is useful for students, researchers, and policymakers working in horticulture and agricultural marketing. The paper provides a broad overview that can serve as a starting reference for further value chain research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Although, the title is slightly generic, it is relevant and reflects the scope of the paper.
Suggested title: Value Chain Analysis of Mango in India: Production, Post-Harvest Management, Processing, and Marketing Dynamics.
	

	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.


	Overall, the abstract is informative but needs to be more concise and analytical. The abstract presents most of the important components, but it reads more like a summary rather than a structured abstract.

Suggested improvements:

Include a brief sentence on methodology or approach used in the paper.

Present key findings more clearly (e.g., major losses occur during transportation; producer share highest in direct marketing, etc.).

Avoid introductory background sentences such as “known as the king of fruits” in the abstract.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and covers relevant components of the mango value chain. The flow of information from cultivation to marketing is clear. However, there are two certain issues. Some sections contain too much descriptive content and limited analytical interpretation. No visual representation (tables, figures, or flow diagrams) of the mango value chain is provided, which would strengthen the review.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The paper includes a good number of scholarly references, including sources from 2017–2025. Institutional sources (NHB, APEDA, CMIE) are also cited.

Suggestions for improvement:

Ensure consistency in reference formatting. Some URLs need formatting as per the journal style.

Adding 1-2 additional recent references (2023-2025) on mango export supply chain and digital marketing innovations would make the paper stronger.
	

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


	The manuscript is generally readable and understandable. However, a few sentences are long and repetitive and shortening them will improve clarity. Some capitalization issues occur in headings (e.g., “material and methods” should be “Material and Methods”). Minor grammar corrections will improve scholarly tone (for example, avoid promotional wording like "King of Fruits" in the main text).
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper would benefit from an infographic or flow chart showing stage-wise mango value chain and actors involved. Also, a short section on current challenges and future prospects for the mango sector would enhance policy relevance. The conclusion can be made sharper by highlighting 2-3 major recommendations instead of repeating descriptive details.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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