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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 study employed appropriate analytical tools for the data analysis.

· Tables and statistical results are systematically presented to support the interpretation of the findings.

· The findings are based on primary data collected from local farmers, thereby reflecting the actual conditions of farmers in the specific study area.

· The study validates previous literature using a new dataset.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good. However, a slight modification can be incorporated
Economic Analysis and Resource Use Efficiency in Papaya Production

	

	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.
	Yes, it is comprehensive, but it should identify the research gap from the existing literature and highlight the novelty of the research. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	· The study should clearly state the total number of villages in the study area and explain the criteria used to select the two villages.

· The total number of papaya growers in each selected village should be specified. In addition, the basis for selecting the ten growers from each village needs to be clearly explained.

· The sample selection method adopted for the study should be explicitly stated.

· The objectives of the study need to be clearly stated.

· The study lacks a clearly defined research gap.

· In Table 2, the type of machinery used has not been specified.

· The units of measurement for irrigation and the application of insecticides/fungicides have not been mentioned.

· The study should clearly specify which inputs are considered during input acquisition.

· Details regarding the components of working capital are not provided and need to be included.

· The fixed costs should be clearly defined. If land is included as a fixed cost, it should be clarified whether the land is owned or rented.

· The calculation method for supervision costs should be explained, including whether it is calculated on a daily, weekly, or other basis.

· Table 4 lacks adequate interpretation and requires further explanation of the results.

· In the conclusion, the term “marketing at an average price” is mentioned; however, the study does not discuss the marketing channels involved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In-text citations should be included except for the first two references wherever necessary, and they should align properly with the references provided.
	

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


	American English is used for certain words. Otherwise, it is fine.
	

	Optional/General comments
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:
R. Ruth Rebecca, Lady Doak College, India
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


