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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 provides a timely and significant empirical investigation into the intensification of paddy cultivation in Telangana, India. It captures a critical transition period in regional agriculture, linking irrigation expansion, input use efficiency, and sustainability outcomes. The findings contribute valuable insights for policymakers, agricultural economists, and environmental planners concerned with balancing productivity and ecological sustainability in irrigated rice systems. The study’s integration of cost analysis, productivity trends, and surplus management aligns well with contemporary sustainability debates.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and captures the essence of the research. However, it can be made more specific to strengthen its contextual relevance:


Suggested Title: “Input Intensification and Surplus Production in Telangana: An Assessment of the Sustainability of Paddy Cultivation”
	

	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.


	Suggested Revision (Excerpt):


“This study examines the sustainability of paddy intensification in Telangana (2014–15 to 2021–22) using time-series trend analysis and CAGR estimation. Results indicate that while area and production grew significantly, productivity gains were modest, implying diminishing marginal returns to input intensification. The study highlights rising input costs, mechanization trends, and ecological challenges. Policy interventions promoting balanced nutrient management, diversification, and export facilitation are recommended to ensure long-term sustainability.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, supported by well-documented data sources (DES, NSSO, MoSPI, CACP, etc.). The analytical approach using CAGR and trend regression is appropriate for the stated objectives. However, a few methodological refinements are advised: - Clarify assumptions of the regression model and significance testing. - Incorporate elasticity or productivity efficiency metrics to complement CAGR analysis. - Discuss potential data limitations (e.g., temporal aggregation, missing variability indicators).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and up-to-date, with recent citations (2023–2025). To enhance international relevance, consider including: - Recent FAO (2023) or World Bank (2024) reports on sustainable intensification. - Comparative studies from Southeast Asia or Sub-Saharan Africa for contextual benchmarking.


	

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


	The manuscript demonstrates strong academic writing, but minor editing for flow and syntax is suggested. For instance, some sections (especially 3.3 and 4) could benefit from improved paragraph transitions. Ensure consistent tense and punctuation in tables and figures.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is a valuable contribution but would benefit from: - Integrating a sustainability assessment framework (e.g., TFP or ecological footprint analysis). - Providing policy implications in a dedicated section. - Enhancing visualization (trend graphs with confidence intervals). - Strengthening conclusions by linking empirical results to SDG 2 (Zero Hunger) and SDG 12 (Responsible Consumption and Production).
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