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	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 manuscript gives valuable farm-level information on the cost and profitability of sugarcane farming in Madhya Pradesh. It is enriching the scientific community by providing recent empirical information on the cost structure and break-even analysis of various farm sizes. The research can be applied to agricultural economists and policymakers to know the economic viability and enhance farm income policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Issue: The title mentions “Determinants of Profitability,” but the study does not analyze determinants using regression or econometric models.
Suggestion: Either revise the title to reflect descriptive profitability analysis (e.g., Economics and Profitability Analysis of Sugarcane Cultivation) OR include regression analysis to identify factors influencing profitability.
	

	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.


	NA
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Correct
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Issue: Inconsistent citation style and incomplete references.
Suggestion: Follow the journal’s prescribed referencing style (APA/Harvard). 

Remove informal URLs and correct formatting.
Add more relevant references related to your study.

	

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


	Repetition, grammatical errors, and an informal tone address this.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Conceptual Error in Cost Definitions

Issue: Cost C1 and Cost C2 are incorrectly defined in the methodology section.
Suggestion: Correct as per standard CACP cost concepts:

C1 = B1 + Imputed value of family labour

C2 = B2 + Imputed value of family labour
Revise tables accordingly to avoid conceptual inaccuracies.
2. Inconsistency in Data Reporting

Issue: High input cost is reported as 45% in the text but 80% in Table 4.

Production statistics in the introduction show inconsistencies (544 vs. 5440 thousand metric tonnes).
Suggestion: Recheck all numerical values for accuracy.

Ensure consistency between text, tables, and figures.
3. The discussion part is missing. Please add the discussion part.
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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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