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	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.


	The subject of the paper is very important, especially for India. From colonial position Indian economy became the second largest producer, due to changes in economic and development policy. The period under consideration is very long one, which gives a complete picture of policy maker changes over time. The investigation is also relevant for other less developed economies with a colonial past.    
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the paper is suitable.  
	

	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 of the paper is relevant. In the abstract scientific and social goals would be mentioned, as they are presented in the part 1.3. Some scientific hypotheses would be added and the limitations of the study, as well.  
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The content of the paper is the historical analysis of the Indian sugar industry policy and development of the industry.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Literature is rather insufficient and more than 10 additional sources have to be added, although the author(s) mentioned that the relevant literature is limited. 
	

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


	Language is correct as far as I can see.
However, there are many abbreviations without explanations. When an abbreviation is firstly mentioned should be explained  
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