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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.


	Canola is a commercial oil seed crop in the Indian subcontinent, especially in the northern part. So, this kind of economic feasibility study helps farmers to know about the profitability of the commodity. So, I hope this study will provide beneficial insights to the farmers of the region, cultivating canola.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yeah, it is fine. It would be better if you comprise the scientific name of the commodity.
	

	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.


	Add a bit about the objective of the study and conclusion. This makes your abstract more comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	I find the lapses in the methodology section. Please detail the section with the site scenario and field layout details. I find in it brief. Also, omit the summary section and conclude it in the section of Conclusions and Recommendation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are updated and fine, but better to use APA style.
	

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


	Language is comprehensible.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Make the abstract more comprehensive.
There are plenty of grammatical blunders, please check.

Change the structure of the methodology section.
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