Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Advances in Biology & Biotechnology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JABB_136409

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Farm level efficiency of pulses production in Maharashtra: a data envelopment analysis

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	This manuscript provides valuable insights into the efficiency of pulses production at the farm level in Maharashtra using the Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA) model. Given the economic and nutritional importance of pulses in India and the need for optimizing resource use, this study addresses a critical gap by evaluating input-output relationships in pulse farming. It also offers practical benchmarks for improving productivity and resource utilization, which could be beneficial to farmers, policymakers, and agricultural planners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the content and focus of the manuscript.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objective, methodology, and major findings. However, the language can be improved for clarity and grammar. Minor edits to structure and phrasing would enhance readability.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. It uses established DEA methodology to evaluate farm-level efficiency and interprets the results appropriately. The sample size and method of data collection are adequate. The mathematical explanation of the DEA model and the inclusion of input-output variables are appropriate for such an efficiency study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly relevant and include key sources on DEA methodology and agricultural efficiency studies. However, adding 1–2 more recent references (post-2020) related to efficiency analysis in Indian agriculture or pulses production could strengthen the literature support.
	

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


	The manuscript would benefit from moderate language editing. While the content is understandable, there are grammatical and typographical errors, awkward sentence constructions, and inconsistent formatting that should be corrected for better clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables and figures are informative and relevant; ensure proper formatting and labeling consistency.

The discussion can be enhanced slightly by including more comparison with other regional/national studies.

A brief policy implication section in the conclusion may improve the impact.
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