
	 Journal Name:
	Journal of Global Economics, Management and Business Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JGEMBR_13755

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Cotton Cultivation Decisions: An Empirical Study of Acreage Elasticity

	Type of the Article
	


	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 manuscript is appreciated for scholar communities as it is using a rigorous econometric approach to examine cotton acreage response. This stressing the primary risk such as yield whether it accounts the farmers’ choice and also give knowledge about crop allocation risk. The results contribute to the body of knowledge on acreage elasticity and offer a valuable foundation of evidence for next studies and the development of agricultural economics policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable for this article. May be some title would be
i) “Determinants of Cotton Acreage Allocation in Gujarat: An Empirical Analysis Using Nerlovian Model”
ii)  “Impact of Yield Risk on Cotton Cultivation Decisions: A Study from Rajkot District, Gujarat”


	

	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 article has clear objective where it analyzes acreage response in cotton cultivation using the Nerlovian adjustment lag model. The use of 15 years of time-series data and quantitative research design is mentioned, along with key variables considered. The results in detailed are significant and non-significant variables, and coefficients are reported with p-values and the conclusion connects to findings. However, the following areas for improvement:

1. Excessive statistical detail: The abstract contains a lot of p-values, coefficients, and precise quantities (intercept = 523,203.16, for example). Although these are crucial in the findings section, the abstract could be easier to read by providing a more succinct summary of their importance.2. Non-significant variables: It is overkill for an abstract to list every non-significant variable together with its coefficients and p-values. It would be sufficient to mention simply that the majority of the variables were not significant.3. Incomplete keywords: "R" appears to be the final keyword. To ensure correct indexing, make sure all keywords are provided. 4. Context missing: To make the abstract more thorough, include a brief statement explaining why cotton acreage response matters (economic impact, food security, or policy relevance).5. Suggestion wording: To eliminate repetition, the final sentence—such as "highlighting the need for improved agronomic practices and risk management to stabilize cotton production"—could be slightly tightened.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is logically sound and methodologically appropriate. The model is suitable for investigating acreage response, and the choice of variables such as past prices, yield, rainfall, and competing crops is relevant to the study objectives. Its cover 15 years of time scale data that made strengthening the consistency of results. The analysis of the statistical data is correctly applied and the interpretation of findings—particularly the significant role of yield risk—is consistent with the model outputs.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript's references are mostly adequate and include a number of recent publications (2023–2025), which enhances its applicability to the state of science today. The list, however, mostly focuses on research from Gujarat and India, with little international literature on risk analysis and acreage response in cotton or other important crops. The literature evaluation would be more comprehensive if it included additional international research on acreage elasticity, climate risk, and decision-making in the face of uncertainty.
	

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


	The language of the manuscript is generally clear and comprehensible. The structure of the paper is rational, however, some sentences are lengthy and could be made more concise for readability. Minor grammatical corrections (e.g., article use, plural forms, and tense consistency) would further improve clarity. The manuscript needs  light editing to  meet the standards of academic English required for publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The research study organizational consistency, and the findings provide useful insights for researchers, policymakers, and extension agencies. Additionally, needs more extensive international literature for context and a more thorough examination of the model's drawbacks, such as its presumptions about lagged reactions, would both improve the work. Readability will be improved with a few wording and table/figure presentation improvements. All things considered, it makes a significant addition to the study of cotton farming and agricultural economics.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)

There are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript.
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