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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	1. Title and Abstract

· The abstract mentions Tulsi crop instead of Isabgol and Chandrasur; this is a major inconsistency.

· The title mentions two crops — Isabgol and Chandrasur ,  but the abstract only discusses Isabgol, not Chandrasur.

· The objectives and methods are too detailed. They should be more concise and focused on economic findings.

· The English grammar and sentence structure need improvement 

· Do not use too many words (upto3-4).

Note: The abstract needs complete revision to align with the actual crops and include a concise summary of methods, key results, and conclusions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	2. Introduction

· Weak connection to research problem: The introduction fails to establish the specific research problem of why an economic analysis of Isabgol and Chandrasur in Malwa Plateau is important or necessary now.

· No mention of challenges faced by farmers, market price fluctuations, or policy gaps, which would justify the study.
· Outdated and missing citations
· No clear objectives or hypothesis.
· Much of this background is not directly related to Isabgol and Chandrasur economics. It could be shortened significantly to maintain reader engagement.

Suggested Improvement Outline for Authors

1. Paragraph 1: Importance of MAPs in India (shortened, with updated stats).

2. Paragraph 2: Economic potential and export relevance.

3. Paragraph 3: Introduction to Isabgol and Chandrasur — uses, production areas, profitability.

4. Paragraph 4: State the problem (e.g., need for economic assessment due to market fluctuation or limited data).

5. Paragraph 5: Clearly list objectives (e.g., “To estimate cost and returns, analyze profitability, and suggest strategies for income improvement.”)

3. Result and discussion

· The section clearly presents socio-economic characteristics, but it lacks interpretation. Please explain how these characteristics (family size, caste, and education) influence the cultivation or profitability of Isabgol and Chandrasur.
· The analysis is purely descriptive. Consider adding simple comparative or statistical analysis (e.g., mean difference, t-test) to strengthen the results between Isabgol and Chandrasur farmers.
· Statements like “Education generates awareness and induces them to the cultivation of medicinal and aromatic plants” should be supported by either data or a reference. Avoid general statements without evidence.

· Include variability measures (standard deviation or range) where possible. This helps readers understand data spread and reliability.

· Revise language for grammatical accuracy. Avoid repetitive phrasing.

· The discussion should compare these findings with previous studies. Add one or two references showing similar socio-economic patterns among MAP growers for better contextual support.

· Link socio-economic findings to the economic results (costs, returns, and B.C. ratio). Explain how education, land size, or caste might influence profitability or crop choice.

· Ensure table formatting is uniform, align columns properly, and use consistent font and spacing for clarity.

4. Cost of production

· You mention variations in costs (e.g., interest on fixed capital, rental value of owned land) but do not provide clear explanations or supporting data.
· Discuss which cost components are driving profitability differences between the two crops.

· The socio-economic section mentioned family size and labor participation. Connect these to labor cost in the cost structure.

· Confirm calculation method: is it total cost/total yield? Provide a formula for transparency.

· Consider citing previous studies on Isabgol or Chandrasur economics to validate your findings.

5. Marketing 

Overall nice, but

· Include the percentage of marketing cost relative to selling price to provide a clearer perspective on profitability after value addition.

· Improve sentence flow and grammar for readability.

· Include possible solutions or recommendations for the main constraints.

· Consider including a figure or chart showing production and marketing constraints for quick visual understanding.
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