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	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 study has assessed the annual growth rate of sugarcane in Karnataka region using markov chain.
The study indicated that the sugarcane productions were largely contributed from Afzalpur taluq. The results are illustrated as transition probability matrix.
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	The review of the related works and comparison experiments can be more sufficient.
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Equations are not properly edited with correct equation numbers. Need more clarity of equations and its usage
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