
	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Agriculture and Allied Sciences 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJAAS_14322

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Economic Viability of Cocodust Nurseries in Vegetable Farming: A Cost-Benefit Analysis of Input Use, Production Costs, and Profitability in Bangladesh

	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 provides the first rigorous farm-level economic evidence on the performance of cocodust-based nursery systems, addressing a critical knowledge gap in sustainable vegetable production. By integrating cost–benefit analysis with statistical comparison of nursery technologies, it demonstrates how improvements in seedling quality translate into substantial reductions in input use and total production costs. The findings advance scientific understanding of input-use efficiency in smallholder systems and offer empirically grounded insights for researchers, extension agencies, and policymakers seeking scalable, profitability-enhancing innovations in developing-country agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is largely suitable and scientifically appropriate, especially for applied economics or development-oriented journals.
	

	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.


	Yes, your abstract is comprehensive, technically sound, and well aligned with the manuscript, especially for applied economics and agricultural development journals. It clearly covers all the core elements expected in a strong scientific abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically correct and methodologically sound, and there are no obvious conceptual or technical flaws.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included are relevant and useful for grounding the study in the literature on growing media and soilless cultivation, but they are not yet sufficient in number or recency for a contemporary scientific manuscript focused on economic viability in vegetable systems. Expand the reference list to include at least 8–12 additional citations, prioritizing:

1. Studies from 2018–2025 on cocodust, seedling quality, or soilless media in vegetable production.

2. Economic evaluation papers in smallholder vegetable/value chain contexts.

3. Research on input-use efficiency and farm profitability in developing countries.
	

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


	Yes—the overall English quality is suitable for scholarly communication. The language is formal, precise, and technically appropriate, and the argumentation is clear.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No

	


Reviewer details:

Jitendra Kumar Sinha, India

