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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important issue in agricultural economics by examining the cost structure and profitability of lentil cultivation in Lalitpur district of Uttar Pradesh. Pulses play a critical role in nutritional security and soil health in India, and region-specific economic studies provide valuable insights for policy formulation and farm-level decision-making. The detailed cost concept analysis (A1, B1, C2, C3, etc.) strengthens its practical relevance. The study contributes to understanding scale-based cost variations and profitability patterns in pulse cultivation under rainfed conditions. Such empirical evidence is useful for policymakers, extension agencies, and researchers working on pulse economics and farm profitability.


	

	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.


	The abstract covers objectives, data source, methodology, and key findings. However, it requires significant language editing and minor restructuring.

Suggested improvements:

· Correct grammatical and spelling errors (e.g., “seperation,” “Discriptive,” “targated,” “trailored”).

· Reduce repetition in the introductory lines.

· Clearly state the time period of the study.

· Provide one clear concluding statement instead of multiple policy points.

· Maintain consistency in numerical reporting.

The abstract is informative but needs language polishing and tightening for clarity.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript uses standard cost concepts (A1 to C3) and tabular analysis appropriately. The sampling method and data collection procedure are clearly described. The classification of farms by size is consistent with agricultural economic studies.

However, the following improvements are required:

1. Several numerical inconsistencies appear in the input–output ratios reported in the discussion section compared to Table 2.

2. The conclusion that “diminishing returns to scale” exist should be better justified with statistical evidence rather than inferred only from cost escalation.

3. Some repetition exists between results and discussion.

4. The methodology section lacks clarity on price assumptions used for gross income calculation.

5. There are formatting inconsistencies in tables.

Scientifically, the study is acceptable but requires corrections and clarification before publication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and include lentil-specific economic studies. However:

· Many references are slightly dated.

· Additional recent studies (2020-2024) on pulse economics, MSP, and farm profitability in India could strengthen the literature base.

· Some reference formatting inconsistencies should be corrected.

· Citation style must be standardized.

Overall, references are adequate but can be improved with a few more recent additions.
	


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


	The manuscript requires major language editing before acceptance. Frequent issues include:

· Spelling errors

· Grammatical mistakes

· Inconsistent capitalization

· Sentence structure problems

· Typographical errors in tables

· Repetition

Professional language editing is strongly recommended prior to publication.
These should be changed to
lalitpur district -Lalitpur district

uttar Pradesh- Uttar Pradesh

Discriptive statistics- Descriptive statistics

RESULT AND DISCUSSION- Results and Discussion

METHODS AND MATERIAL- Methods and Materials

Cost of Cultivation and returns- Cost of Cultivation and Returns
Spelling mistakes
Separation-separation

Varities- varieties

Discriptive- Descriptive

Complied- compiled

Administrered- administered

Targated- targeted

Trailored- tailored

farm farm size- farm size

costumer- customer
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Ensure consistency in reporting Input-Output ratios.

· Recheck numerical values in cost calculations and percentage shares.

· Add a brief subsection on limitations of the study.

· Avoid policy overstatements without empirical backing.

· Improve formatting of tables (alignment, decimal consistency).

· Remove repetitive statements in the introduction.
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	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)

No ethical issues are identified.
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