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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript offers significant value to the scientific community interested in agribusiness, farm economics, and rural development. It provides a comparative and data-driven analysis of the profitability of key agricultural commodities-abaca, banana, corn, and coconut in Jose Abad Santos, Davao Occidental. By detailing both production practices and market constraints, the study delivers practical insights into real-world farming systems, helping researchers, extension agents, and policy makers understand the diverse factors influencing crop profitability. The work also sheds light on gender roles, farm management strategies, and major bottlenecks like capital shortages and infrastructure gaps, underlining actionable areas for research and intervention.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "A Comparative Analysis of Costs and Returns of Selected Agricultural Commodities in Jose Abad Santos, Davao Occidental," is appropriate. It clearly captures both the methodological approach (comparative analysis) and the scope (costs and returns of crops within a defined location). If a revision is desired for precision, consider: "Profitability Assessment of Major Crops in Jose Abad Santos, Davao Occidental".
	

	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 comprehensive, outlining the research objectives, methods, key findings, and recommendations. However, it could be enhanced by briefly mentioning the main result: coconut as the most profitable crop, and abaca yielding a negative net return, as well as highlighting the predominant demographic (middle-aged and older women farmers) and the leading constraints (capital and infrastructure). Including 1–2 statistics from the results can add specificity and clarity.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript stands on solid scientific ground. It employs appropriate methods, including descriptive statistics and cost-return analysis, on a robust sample of 100 respondents per commodity. Ethical considerations are outlined, and the data are properly interpreted with attention to context and verification against prior literature. The discussion of gender, age, and land tenure as profitability drivers further anchors the findings in existing agricultural economics frameworks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references list is both recent and sufficient. Citations span 2010–2022 and draw on contemporary studies on crop science, marketing, management, and rural economics. The manuscript references international organizations (FAO, Statista), peer-reviewed journals, and government/industry data. For further depth, consider including recent international literature on smallholder commercialization, climate-smart agriculture, or market integration in similar tropical contexts.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in accessible and scholarly English, appropriate for academic publishing and professional use in agribusiness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This study is a timely and relevant contribution for those seeking to improve rural livelihoods through evidence-based interventions. Practical recommendations such as improving access to financial services, modern planting materials, and rural infrastructure are well-grounded in the survey results. Including more detailed gender disaggregation and further comparing the results to regional or global experiences would strengthen the implications for policy and practice
Based on the content, methodological rigor, discussion of contemporary challenges, and practical recommendations, an overall mark of 8.5 is recommended for this manuscript. This places the manuscript in the “Minor Revision” category. The study is commendable for its thorough field-based research, clear data presentation, and valuable insights into agricultural profitability, production constraints, and market practices in Jose Abad Santos, Davao Occidental. The literature is current, ethical standards are observed, and the results are articulated in clear, scholarly language suitable for agribusiness and agricultural economics.

Minor revisions are advised mainly to enhance the clarity of the abstract by including specific results and demographic highlights, as well as to consider adding a few recent international references to broaden the comparative context.
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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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