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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 valuable empirical analysis of the profitability of guava cultivation in one of India’s most important fruit-producing regions Prayagraj, Uttar Pradesh. It contributes to the understanding of farm-level economics, cost structure, and benefit–cost ratios under alluvial soil conditions, which is vital for horticultural policy planning and farmer advisories. The study holds practical implications for researchers, extension personnel, and policymakers in designing region-specific strategies for enhancing fruit-based livelihood security and agricultural diversification. Moreover, the detailed cost analysis following the conventional Cost A to C framework enhances replicability and scientific rigor, making it a relevant contribution to agricultural economics literature.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title accurately reflects the content and scope of the study  focusing on profitability analysis, guava farming, and the Prayagraj region.
However, for enhanced clarity and global appeal, it could be slightly refined as:
Suggested alternative title:

“Economic Profitability and Cost Analysis of Guava (Psidium guajava L.) Cultivation in the Alluvial Plains of Prayagraj District, Uttar Pradesh, India”


	

	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 succinctly outlines the study’s objective, scope, and key findings. However, it would benefit from the inclusion of:

· Specific quantitative results (e.g., total cost, gross returns, B:C ratio values).

· A clearer mention of the sample size and study design (multi-stage random sampling).

· A closing sentence emphasizing policy relevance or recommendation for guava growers.

Suggested improvement:
Include key economic results such as “The study revealed that the average cost of cultivation per hectare was ₹1,27,662.28 with a benefit-cost ratio of 2.57, indicating strong profitability under local conditions.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology follows established economic cost frameworks (Cost A1 to Cost C3), and data interpretation aligns with standard agricultural economic procedures. Sampling design, input cost estimation, and profitability assessment are appropriate.
Minor corrections recommended:

· Clarify whether “average cost per hectare” refers to Cost C3 or total variable + fixed cost.

· In Section 3.1, replace “cotton farming expenses” with “guava farming expenses.” (This seems a typographical oversight.)

· Ensure consistency in units (hectare vs ha, Rs vs ₹).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include both classical and recent works (up to 2024). Inclusion of NHB (2024) and ICMR-NIN (2024) demonstrates updated data usage.
However, consider adding:

· A recent reference related to horticultural economics or B:C ratio studies (e.g., “Kumar et al., 2023, Economic Viability of Fruit Crops in Indo-Gangetic Plains”).
Otherwise, the reference list is comprehensive and properly formatted.


	

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


	The language is generally clear and academic. The manuscript shows good grammatical control and structured writing.
Minor improvements suggested:

· Replace repetitive expressions (e.g., “guava matures on the tree emitting its complete flavor and aroma” appears twice).

· Shorten long sentences for better readability.

· Proofread for typographical consistency (e.g., “RESUTS AND DISSCUSSIONS” → “RESULTS AND DISCUSSION”).


	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-structured and data-rich study providing a strong case for the profitability of guava cultivation in the alluvial plains of Uttar Pradesh. Tables are clear and the inclusion of cost breakdowns (A1–C3) adds depth. Figures 1 and 2 complement the text effectively. 
Minor stylistic revisions and abstract improvement are recommended before final acceptance.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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