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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 presents valuable long-term data (14 years) comparing organic and conventional sugarcane systems in India. Such extended studies are rare and crucial for understanding the sustainability, soil fertility dynamics, and economic feasibility of organic agriculture. The findings provide useful evidence that organic farming can maintain comparable yields and improve juice quality and soil organic carbon, contributing to the sustainable intensification of sugarcane production. The work offers practical implications for researchers, policymakers, and farmers promoting sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally clear and relevant but can be slightly improved for grammatical precision and flow.
Suggested alternative
Sustainability of Organic versus Conventional Farming Systems in Long-Term Sugarcane 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.


	The abstract is informative and includes objectives, methods, results, and conclusions. However, it could be strengthened by explicitly mentioning the experimental design (e.g., randomized block design) and number of replications. The phrase “continuously for 14 years from 2011 to 2025” can be simplified for clarity.
Suggested revision points
· Add the experimental design and replication details

· Avoid redundancy such as “continuously for 14 years

· Include a clear concluding statement summarizing implications for sustainable agriculture.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and methodologically robust. The long-term data, comprehensive soil and juice analyses, and economic assessments are appropriate and well presented. However, there are minor issues:

· Statistical analysis details (software, number of replications, and transformation justification) should be more explicit

· Some sentences in the methodology section could be clarified for better reproducibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are largely adequate and include recent works (up to 2019). However

· Some references (e.g., “Meade and Chen, 1971”) lack full bibliographic details

· A few citations are older and could be complemented with newer literature on organic sugarcane sustainability (post-2020)

· Ensure all references follow a consistent format (author names, year, journal title, volume, pages).
	

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


	The English is generally understandable and scholarly, but several grammatical and stylistic corrections are required to improve fluency.

Examples:

· Replace “in long term” with “in the long term.”

· Add missing articles (e.g., “the” before “Regional Agricultural Research Station”).

· Minor punctuation corrections (e.g., commas in numeric values).
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables are informative but would benefit from consistent units and formatting (e.g., align decimals and include standard deviations if available)

· Figures or graphs summarizing yield trends over 14 years could enhance clarity

· The discussion effectively connects findings with literature but could highlight limitations (e.g., site specificity, climatic influence)

· The manuscript demonstrates strong effort and relevance for sustainable agriculture studies.
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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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