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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.

	Due to the socio-economic and ecological importance of sugarcane in Tamil Nadu, this work is scientifically and professionally well-positioned. The study aims to improve sugarcane productivity and demonstrate the importance of yield and dispersion indices in evaluating agricultural production. The results will be useful for decision-makers and scientists because the study could be applied to other cropping systems in different regions of the world.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The theme can be revised slightly to make it more attractive. For example, I would suggest: Potential areas for sugarcane cultivation in Tamil Nadu (Asia), as determined by various indices.
	

	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 could be improved further. We don't have much of an idea about the data used in the summary. Additionally, although the author states that these results provide essential guidance for agricultural planners and stakeholders to target investments and resources, optimize sugarcane production, and ensure the sustainable development of the sector, he does not propose any guidelines himself. It would be interesting if he proposed guidelines based on the study's results.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Although the authors made significant efforts, this work still lacks scientific rigor. The structure is incorrect; we cannot differentiate the study environment from the data collection. Similarly, we cannot differentiate the methodology from the data analysis, results, or discussion. The problem is not convincing enough, either.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are neither recent nor sufficient to adequately evaluate this work or provide scientific evidence.

	

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

	Yes, the English is fine, but it could be improved.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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