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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 article covers the social, agricultural and financial implications of cultivating Coconut (Cocos nucifera L.).

There was a thorough investigation of population structure.  This was further correlated with age, family size, literacy and earnings. The costs of land establishment and cultivation were outlined to determine returns and viability through a Benefit-Cost Ratio. 
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‘cost analysis’ is more suitable ‘economic analysis’
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	Adequate
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is more of a socio-economic rather than a scientific nature
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	Yes, references are comprehensive.
	

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


	Spelling and grammar is American, not English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	. Details on climatic variations and their effects on output are lacking. There is no information on harvesting costs or losses. Return per tree and return on investment would have shed more economic insight, while social and income comparisons with neighbouring localities would provide more insight.
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