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	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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it provides a detailed economic analysis of chilli nurseries in Palnadu District, a key region for chilli production in India. By comparing two cultivation cycles, the study offers valuable insights into the impact of demand fluctuations on labour utilization, production costs and profitability, which can guide policymakers and farmers in optimizing nursery management practices. The findings on benefit-cost ratios (1.71 for Cycle 1 and 1.19 for Cycle 2) highlight the economic viability of contract farming models and underscore the need for strategies to stabilize demand and reduce input costs. Furthermore, this research contributes to the broader agricultural economics literature by presenting region-specific data on high-value spice crops, which can inform sustainable farming practices and support rural livelihoods in similar agro-climatic zones.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is fine but the author can also think about alternative title like “Economic Analysis of Chilli Nurseries in Palnadu District andhra 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 is largely comprehensive but it is some what little shorter make it minimum 250 words at least.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound in its methodology, data presentation and conclusions, but a few areas require clarification or minor corrections to ensure robustness:

Strengths:

1. Valid Methodology: Purposive sampling of Palnadu (a major chilli-growing region) and random selection of nurseries (n=30) are appropriate for the study’s scope. Use of descriptive statistics, cost concepts and labour metrics aligns with agricultural economics standards.

2. Data Transparency: Clear reporting of inputs (labour, costs) and outputs (seedling yield, income) for both cycles enables reproducibility. Comparative analysis of contract vs. non-contract models adds practical value.

Areas for Clarification/Correction:

1. Terminology Consistency: Standardize spelling ("chilli" vs. "chili"; "man-days" vs. "man days"). Use botanical name (Capsicum spp.) at first mention (currently missing in Abstract/Introduction).

2. Sampling Justification: Briefly justify why 30 nurseries were adequate (e.g., saturation of trends, resource constraints).

3. Demand Fluctuations: Explain why demand differed between cycles (market prices? climate risks?). A single sentence would suffice.

4. Currency & Units: Use ₹ (Indian Rupee symbol) consistently instead of "Rs." Define "million seedlings/hectare" explicitly (e.g., *"4.14 million seedlings/ha [~414 seedlings/m²]"*).

Minor Corrections Needed:

· Abstract: Add a takeaway message (e.g., "Results highlight the risks of over-reliance on contract farming during demand downturns").

· Methods: Clarify if data were collected over multiple years/seasons (to account for temporal variability).

· Introduction: Cite a reference for "Palnadu as a major chilli hub" (currently unsupported).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript generally utilizes appropriate references to support its key arguments, my suggestions would be -
The authors may wish to consider adding 3-5 additional references focusing on:

1. Recent (2022-2024) studies on chilli nursery economics

2. Government/NHB production statistics

3. International comparative studies

4. Methodological foundations


	

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


	The manuscript is generally well-written and demonstrates a good command of scholarly English
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to understanding the economics of chilli nurseries in Andhra Pradesh's Palnadu district, providing rare empirical data on production cycles and contract farming models. The methodology is sound with appropriate sampling (30 nurseries across 3 mandals) and clear cost-benefit analysis using metrics like BCR and net income. While the findings offer practical insights, the study would benefit from including more recent references (2022-2024) to strengthen its literature foundation. The authors should explicitly address ethical considerations like participant consent and data anonymity. Some technical improvements are needed, particularly standardizing terminology ("chilli" spelling) and currency formatting (using ₹ consistently). The discussion could be enhanced by explaining the causes of demand fluctuations between cycles and adding visual aids to illustrate cost/income comparisons. The practical applications for farmers are compelling, but the policy implications could be more clearly articulated. With minor revisions to address these points, this manuscript would be suitable for publication. The research also opens avenues for follow-up studies on climate impacts and nursery management best practices.
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