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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 is significant as it provides tangible proof relating to the economic feasibility of natural farming, particularly Zero Budget Natural Farming (ZBNF) in the context of sugarcane production. It underscores, along with other works, the ability of natural farming, in contrast to conventional methods, to reduce expenses, increase net returns, and enhance sustainability. These results contribute to the increasing literature that advocates for sustainable agricultural practices, and simultaneously provide crucial information for decision-makers, investigators, and producers interested in implementing environmentally friendly farming practices.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes. It is suitable.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract is comprehensive with clear objectives, key findings, and conclusions. Authors are advised to add 4–5 relevant keywords.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, some minor corrections have been highlighted (in yellow) in the text
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Better to add more references.  Discussion section should be improved by comparing with the previously published work. Then, the references would be automatically increased. Given references are recent and relevant. Reference list should be rearranged according to the instructions given by the journal. (numbering or alphabetical order).

	

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


	Yes, the language quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, concise, and well-structured in accordance with the scientific writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	References have been cited in the text in two ways. They should be cited according to the instruction of the journal with one style. If the numbering is used it should be started from number 1.  In addition, all figures and tables should be cited in the text and they should be placed at the proper places in line with the instructions of the journal.  The corrections have also highlighted in the text in yellow.
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	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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