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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 holds significant value for the scientific community involved in agribusiness and agricultural economics, as it addresses relevant problems and offers insights beneficial for both academic and practical applications. By advancing understanding and providing evidence-based recommendations, the study informs future research and shape policies in its domain. Its contributions help bridge the gap between theory and practice, supporting the development of solutions for agriculture-based economies and fostering innovation. Such work is critical for improving productivity and sustainability, especially in emerging markets and rural development contexts.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, “Comparative Economic Analysis of Seed and Grain Production of JAKI-9218 Variety of Chickpea in Amravati District,” is clear and appropriately focused for a scholarly article in agribusiness and agricultural economics. It explicitly identifies the main crop, the variety studied, and the geographic scope, which is essential for readers to gauge the study’s relevance and applicability. The only minor improvement could be clarifying the comparison framework if the study includes more than economic metrics (e.g., “Comparative Economic and Agronomic Analysis…”), but as it stands, the title is suitable for the manuscript’s indicated subject.
	

	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 comprehensive in summarizing the scope, methodology (including sample size and cost concepts), and main findings related to the economic returns of seed versus grain production of chickpea in Amravati District. It presents key figures such as costs, returns, and input-output ratios, clearly stating the result that seed production is more profitable. For improvement, consider explicitly mentioning the statistical methods used for comparison, adding a brief note on policy implications or practical recommendations for farmers, and clarifying whether the results are statistically significant. Overall, the abstract is detailed but could be refined for brevity and clarity while retaining essential information.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its approach and reporting. It uses robust and widely accepted cost analysis concepts (Cost A1, A2, B1, B2, C1, C2, and C3) and provides detailed tables and calculations supporting its results. Sampling, data collection, and methodology are transparently described, and the comparison between seed and grain production is thorough, with reference to previous research. The economic findings are logically interpreted, supported by empirical data, and discussed in relation to relevant literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references include both recent studies (2020–2024) and foundational literature, covering topics such as chickpea economics, production trends, and crop value chains. Online sources for production statistics, government data, and scientific journals are also cited. The majority of references are from within the past five years, demonstrating good coverage of contemporary knowledge. For further strengthening, consider adding highly cited international articles on comparative seed economics or regional reports specific to chickpea profitability in Maharashtra, if available.
	

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


	The English quality of the manuscript is suitable for scholarly communication. It reads clearly, maintains an academic tone, and appropriately uses agro-economic terminology. The use of tables and structured sections further aids clarity and comprehension for the scientific audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript offers a thorough and pragmatic comparative analysis of seed and grain production economics for the JAKI-9218 variety of chickpea, contributing meaningful insights for researchers, policymakers, and farmers alike. The clear presentation of cost structures and returns, supported by detailed tables, makes the findings accessible and actionable for stakeholders aiming to optimize chickpea cultivation profitability. The inclusion of varied cost concepts strengthens the analysis and supports evidence-based decision-making for certified seed enterprises in Maharashtra.
the manuscript is robust and well-structured, with only small improvements needed in clarity and minor editorial refinement before publication. The research is original, methodologically sound, and highly relevant for agribusiness and agricultural economics audiences.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Mama Julius, Innovative Institute of Agriculture, Uganda

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

