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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 is important to the scientific community as it provides a comprehensive and long-term economic evaluation of oil palm cultivation, considering the full 25-year cycle of its productivity. The study combines a detailed analysis of costs and revenues with the application of key investment indicators (NPV, BCR, IRR), making it a valuable methodological example for agricultural economists and researchers of sustainable land use. The obtained results prove the financial feasibility of growing oil palm and can be used for the formation of agricultural policy and strategies for the development of oil crops in countries with similar agro-climatic conditions. Thus, the manuscript makes a significant contribution to the scientific debate on the economic efficiency and investment attractiveness of perennial oil crops.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	It is more grammatically correct to use the form “Cost–Benefit Analysis” (singular) instead of Analyses, if we are talking about one comprehensive analysis.

The title does not emphasize that the study covers long-term economic efficiency (25 years) and uses NPV, BCR and IRR indicators.
	

	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 generally informative and reflects the main results of the study (costs, revenues, NPV, BCR, IRR and the conclusion on the profitability of the crop). However, it is not completely comprehensive from a scientific point of view and can be improved in terms of structure and content.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	In general, the manuscript can be considered scientifically correct in its research approach and logic, as it is based on primary data, uses generally accepted methods of economic evaluation (NPV, BCR, IRR) and contains comparisons with the results of other authors. The structure of the work (introduction, methodology, results, conclusions) meets the requirements for scientific articles on agrarian economy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of sources used is generally relevant to the topic (economics of oil palm cultivation, profitability, agrarian solutions), but it cannot be considered completely sufficient and up-to-date for a scientific article.
	

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


	The language of the article can be considered fully suitable for qualitative scientific communication in its current form. The general content is understandable, the level of English corresponds to the technical presentation
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

THERE IS NO
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