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	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 topic is relevant for the regional development of the state and in the field of agricultural economics. It focuses on how the investment incurred by the farmers for the cultivation of apple crop in the Indian state of Himachal Pradesh. Further, it can used for decision making by the farmers while investing on different inputs resources. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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 of the paper is fine. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is not scientifically incorrect, but it is weak as it lacks in many ways.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, the references are neither recent nor sufficient. 
	

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


	Ok, but can improvised
	

	Optional/General comments


	The introduction section lacks the sufficient citation which are essential for establishing the context and rationale of the study. Further, the manuscript does not contain a distinct literature review section, nor is it integrated effectively within the introduction. A well-structured literature review is crucial to highlight previous work, identify research gaps, and justify the significance of the present study. The absence of this element weakens the scientific grounding of the paper. 
The methodology section lacks several details which us important for ensuring transparency and reproducibility. The manuscript fails to specify the year or period during which the primary data was collected, which is essential for contextualizing the findings. Additionally, it lacks the survey method too like whether structured interviews, questionnaires, or field observations is used. 

It does not describe nor is there any mention of the tools used for data collection,. Most importantly, the paper does not clearly define the variables (or particulars) used to assess the cost of cultivation or investment structure. Without these essential details, it becomes difficult to evaluate the robustness of the methodology and the validity of the results. Lastly, the recent and relevant references need to be added in the manuscript.
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