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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.


	This manuscript provides a detailed economic and financial feasibility analysis of sericulture in the Amravati district of Maharashtra, a non-traditional sericulture region. It contributes to agricultural economics by demonstrating how sericulture can generate sustainable income and employment in rural areas. The study’s use of cost–benefit metrics (NPV, IRR, BCR, and PI) makes it valuable for policymakers, rural entrepreneurs, and development agencies. The findings are practically relevant for expanding sericulture into other similar agro-climatic regions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is clear and reflects the scope of the paper.
	

	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 comprehensive and covers objectives, methodology, results, and key findings. However:
The abstract could mention the specific sample size (60 units) for clarity. The term “internal rate of returns” should be corrected to “internal rate of return.” A brief statement on policy implications may strengthen the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, covering key literature in sericulture economics.
	

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


	The language is generally clear.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables should be formatted more neatly for readability. Figures/graphs summarizing cost and returns could make the results more visually engaging. A short recommendation section for policymakers/farmers can enhance the applicability of findings.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:
J. Suresh Kumar, St. Joseph University, India

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

