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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 manuscript offers valuable insights into the economic factors influencing flutted pumpkin production. The study provides a basis for developing targeted strategies to improve production practices and support farmers in the region by analyzing technical efficiency and identifying key challenges. Further, the manuscript contributes to the broader understanding of vegetable farming efficiency and its impact on food security and livelihoods in developing economies. 
	

	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 is good but need some revisions to make it more comprehensive and impactful:
1. Instead of just stating that some inputs were efficient while others were not, include specific technical efficiency scores or ranges.

2. Provide more specific examples of the challenges beyond just mentioning “input cost fluctuations” and “labour shortage” etc.

3. While the abstract mentions the weighted average mean, explain what this value (2.8) implies in practical terms for the farmers.

4. Expand on the recommendations for strategies to mitigate input costs

5. The abstract mentions “various statistical methods”. Consider adding the specific software or tools used.

6. Briefly mention if there is any limitations of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, but the author needs to clarify or address some concerns.
1. The abstract mentions efficient and inefficient inouts but maximum likelihood estimates in Table 2 show negative coefficients for significant input variables like pesticide, labour and fertilizer suggesting increase in input leads to decrease in production and there are also problems confronting pumpkin production. This contrasts economic theories of input factors of production. This may indicate a methodological or data issue that needs to be addressed.

2. The text states that inefficiency variables (age, capital, education, experience, household size) were captured,  but their coefficients were not statistically significant. This could be a valid finding, but it requires a more in depth discussion.

3. The stochastic frontier model typically includes a gamma parameter that represents the proportion of total variance attributable to technical inefficiency. Its absence is unusual and it would need to be justified.

4. It would better to clarify the units of measurement for the input variables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	English quality require significant improvement.
1. The text contains numerous grammatical errors, awkward phrasing and poorly constructed sentences.

2. The writing is often verbose and lacks clarity. Ideas are not always presented in a logical and easy to follow manner.

3. The tense usage is inconsistent, particularly in the results and discussion sections.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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