Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_147385

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Comparative Economic Analysis of Seed and Grain Production Of JAKI-9218 Variety of Chickpea in Amravati District

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	This manuscript contributes significantly to agricultural economics and farm management by comparing the cost and return structures of seed and grain production of the JAKI-9218 variety of chickpea in Maharashtra. The study offers practical insights for farmers and policymakers to identify profitable cultivation options. The paper is valuable for enhancing understanding of input-output efficiency, farm profitability, and the economic viability of certified seed production systems, thereby supporting sustainable agriculture and rural income generation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the study’s content and objectives.
	

	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 and well-organized. It clearly states the objective, methodology, key findings, and conclusion. However, it could be slightly improved by including a brief mention of the sampling framework (number of farmers) and statistical techniques used for analysis.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study is methodologically sound and follows standard cost concepts (A1–C3) for agricultural economic analysis. Data collection, sampling, and cost analysis are clearly explained. Tables are well-presented and logically interpreted. The findings are consistent with previous literature, reinforcing validity.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, relevant, and mostly recent (2018–2024). A few references are over five years old but are still foundational for the topic.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear and scholarly English. Minor grammatical and formatting corrections may improve readability (e.g., spacing, capitalization, and consistent citation style)
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is practical, data-driven, and regionally relevant. Adding a brief discussion comparing the results with national-level profitability trends in pulse crops would enhance its impact. Figures or charts summarizing key cost-return relationships could make it visually stronger.
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