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	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 provides empirical evidence on the cost structure and profitability of mango cultivation in the South Konkan region of Maharashtra using farm-level data. Given the economic importance of mango production in India, particularly the Alphonso variety in coastal Maharashtra, the study contributes to the literature on horticultural economics and farm profitability analysis. The findings offer useful insights into the major cost components, productivity levels, and economic viability of mango orchards, which may assist policymakers, agricultural economists, and extension agencies in improving orchard management and farm income strategies. In addition, the study contributes region-specific evidence that may support future comparative studies on fruit crop economics and sustainable horticultural development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally appropriate and clearly reflects the scope of the study.

However, it could be slightly refined to emphasize the economic analysis and empirical nature of the study.

Possible alternative titles:

Economic Analysis of Cost Structure and Profitability of Mango Cultivation in the South Konkan Region of Maharashtra

Farm-Level Cost Structure and Profitability of Alphonso Mango Cultivation in South Konkan, India

Cost and Profitability Analysis of Mango Cultivation: Evidence from South Konkan Region of Maharashtra
	

	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.


	ok
	

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

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
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            https://doi.org/10.3389/FPUBH.2025.1683023
	

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


	ok
	

	Optional/General comments


	Major suggestions

1. The Results and Discussion section is largely descriptive. It would benefit from stronger analytical discussion and comparison with previous studies.

2. The discussion does not sufficiently connect findings with the literature cited in the introduction.

3. Some tables contain formatting inconsistencies and may need better presentation for clarity.

4. The formula for per quintal cost of cultivation and B:C ratio appears missing or not properly formatted in the manuscript.

5. The study would be strengthened by including statistical comparison or variability indicators (e.g., standard deviation or significance testing).
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