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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.


	This study provides valuable empirical insights into the profitability and economic sustainability of key agricultural commodities—abaca, banana, corn, and coconut—in a rural Philippine setting. It highlights the comparative costs and returns of these crops and identifies major challenges faced by smallholder farmers, such as capital shortages, pest infestations, and infrastructure deficiencies. The research contributes to the understanding of rural livelihoods and agrarian economics in developing regions, serving as a useful reference for policymakers, agricultural extension workers, and local government planners. The findings can guide future programs aimed at improving farm productivity, market access, and income stability for marginalized farming communities.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title clearly conveys the study’s scope and geographic focus; however, it could be slightly refined for conciseness and academic appeal.

Suggested Alternative Title:
“Comparative Cost and Return Analysis of Major Agricultural Commodities in Jose Abad Santos, Davao Occidental.”
This alternative keeps the key elements but reads more naturally and aligns better with academic journal standards.


	

	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 effectively summarizes the objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it could be improved by:

· Reducing general background details about climate change and focusing more on the study’s quantitative results.

· Presenting key numerical findings (e.g., net returns or profitability rankings) in a clearer, more concise format.

· Adding one sentence on the significance or policy implication of the findings to emphasize their contribution.

Example improvement:

“Results showed that coconut farming yielded the highest net return (₱139,000), followed by corn and banana, while abaca incurred losses due to high production costs. These findings underscore the need for financial and infrastructural support to enhance agricultural profitability in rural Davao Occidental.”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The study design, data collection, and cost–return analyses are generally appropriate for the stated objectives. The descriptive approach and statistical tools used (mean, percentage, gross and net margin analysis) are standard for agricultural economics studies. However, the paper would benefit from:

· Clearer explanation of data validation and sampling procedures.

· Inclusion of statistical tests (e.g., ANOVA or regression) to strengthen comparative analysis and ensure results are statistically significant.

· Improved discussion linking findings to existing literature.

Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound but could be strengthened through better analytical depth and methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and fairly up-to-date, including sources from 2010–2022. However, you could enhance the review by citing a few more recent studies (2023–2024) on cost-benefit analysis or agricultural profitability from peer-reviewed journals such as Agricultural Economics, Sustainability, or Heliyon.

Suggested additions:

· FAO (2023). The State of Food and Agriculture: Rural Livelihoods and Profitability Analysis.
· Singh, A. et al. (2023). Economic performance of smallholder crops under climate variability. Sustainability, 15(4): 2156.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in understandable English, but it needs moderate language polishing to meet scholarly standards. Some sentences are overly long, repetitive, or grammatically inconsistent. Improving sentence structure, verb tenses, and transitions would make the paper more professional and fluent. The tone is appropriate for academic writing but should be more concise and formal in places.
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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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