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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 study provides valuable empirical evidence on the profitability of guava farming, which has high economic and nutritional importance in India. It helps policymakers, researchers, and extension workers understand how farm size and input costs influence profitability, thereby supporting informed decision-making for horticultural diversification and rural income generation. The findings also contribute to sustainable agricultural economics by highlighting guava’s role as a profitable, resource-efficient crop adaptable to smallholder systems.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate and effectively communicates the study’s scope and focus.

Optional Alternative: “Economic Viability and Profitability of Guava Cultivation in the Alluvial Plains of Prayagraj, Uttar Pradesh” — slightly refined.


	

	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 provides a concise and quantitative summary of objectives, methods, and key findings, including net returns, cost of cultivation, and benefit-cost ratio.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically robust and methodologically sound.
The cost concept framework (A1–C3) is well-applied, and the results are consistent with standard farm economic analysis.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate, relevant, and include recent sources up to 2024.
	

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


	The paper is well-written.
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