Review Form 3


	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJAEES_153276

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Probabilistic Break-even analysis of field crops in Madhya Pradesh

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 study seeks to advance the analysis of agricultural profitability by departing from conventional reliance on static, average break-even benchmarks. Its principal contribution lies in estimating the likelihood that farmers are unable to attain break-even yield levels, drawing on detailed plot-level observations. By adopting a probabilistic perspective, the study presents a more nuanced and realistic evaluation of production-related risks and the financial exposure faced by farming households.
	

	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.


	1. State the number of plots used in the analysis for each crop or the total dataset. This is fundamental for judging the reliability of the probability estimates.
2. Explicitly state that state-level average cost and revenue data were combined with plot-level yield data from the Directorate of Economics and Statistics.
3. The abstract should note the economically nonsensical results for soybean and black gram and explain how these were handled.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The formula used to calculate break-even yield is non-standard and appears flawed. By incorporating average yield, total revenue, and total variable cost into the break-even yield calculation, the authors have created a circular dependency. The resulting break-even yield values, particularly the negative values for soybean/black gram and the impossibly high value for cotton, are economically implausible and invalidate the subsequent probability analysis. Only with correctly calculated break-even yield thresholds can the probabilities of loss be meaningfully interpreted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Tripathi, A. K. (2017) appears in the list but is not cited in the text.
2. The reference "Ministry of Agriculture and Farmers Welfare. (2024)" is too big. Provide a specific, citable document title or a URL.


	

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


	No. The manuscript contains numerous grammatical errors, typos, and awkward phrasings.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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