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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 (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 study sheds light on the efficiency of resource use in rapeseed-mustard farming and highlights key challenges faced by farmers in Uttar Pradesh. It’s useful for researchers, policymakers, and farmers looking to optimize production. The findings offer practical solutions to improve efficiency and sustainability in mustard farming.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is relevant but could be clearer. Suggested alternative:
"Resource Use Efficiency and Challenges in Rapeseed-Mustard Farming: A Case Study from Prayagraj, Uttar Pradesh."
	

	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 covers key points well but could be more structured. Briefly mentioning the methodology would improve clarity. The recommendations section can be more concise, focusing on the most impactful solutions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound, using appropriate statistical tools like Cobb-Douglas production function and Garrett ranking. The results align with existing research, but discussing study limitations (e.g., sample size, external factors) would strengthen the analysis.
	

	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	The references are mostly relevant, but some are outdated. Adding recent studies (post-2020) on mustard farming and efficiency would enhance credibility.
	

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


	The language is understandable but needs polishing for fluency and academic clarity. Some sentences are awkwardly phrased and should be refined.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The title can be more concise.

2. The abstract should briefly mention the methodology.

3. Some long sentences in the introduction can be simplified.

4. The methodology should justify the sampling technique.

5. Formatting inconsistencies (e.g., equations) need fixing.

6. Explain why Cobb-Douglas was chosen over other models.

7. Discuss why medium farms have lower efficiency.

8. Update references with recent studies.

9. Mention if farmers received any subsidies.

10. Separate findings from interpretations in results.

11. Define "return to scale" clearly.

12. Improve table formatting for better readability.

13. Simplify explanations of production elasticity.

14. Briefly explain the Garrett ranking method in results.

15. Table captions should highlight key takeaways.

16. Reword informal phrases like "keeping in view the limitation of resources."

17. Explain how input shortages impact yield.

18. Fix minor grammatical errors.

19. Add a brief conclusion summarizing key findings.

20. Consider discussing climate change’s impact on mustard farming.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical concerns were found. The study follows standard research practices.
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