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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.


	In my opinion (peer reviewer), this manuscript has a positive purpose, including: 1. 1. Telangana state, India, due to its geographical and economic (demand-driven) conditions, has the necessary ground for the development of improved rice, which is addressed in this manuscript. 1. 2. The economic evaluation of a plan or Offer is the first condition for investing in a target community, which this manuscript has addressed in some way. Comparative analysis of costs associated with cultivating two rice cultivars, JGL 24423 and MTU 1010, in the study area is a strategy for achieving cost-benefit that the author(s) have addressed to some extent.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes.
	

	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 has a fairly good structure of results and discussion, but is not comprehensive, but it can be accepted in this situation (research investment on JGL 24423).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	By referencing Figures 1 and 2 (supply curve and social gain) in this manuscript, the author(s) have followed the scientific method. But the structure of materials and methods is not appropriate and at a global level.  The structure of the manuscript in the Materials and Methods section (costs and returns and measurement of social gains) should be shortened and additional components should be avoided. Considering the structure of the manuscript, try to manage the numbering correctly from the beginning to the conclusion based on the journal scope.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources used in this manuscript are acceptable considering the type of research objective (positive impact of improved rice varieties and economic components).
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Considering the recommendations made and improving the structure of the Materials and Methods section, as well as the components of Tables 1 and 3, this article can be published.
Note: In Table 1 and 3, Column 2 and 3 components Cotton Dora Sannalu (MTU 1010) and Jagtial Rice 1 (JGL 24423), manage the selected components correctly.

We wish everyone success.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Seyyed Akbar Sadaty, Islamic Azad University, Iran
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


