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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 manuscript presents a valuable time-series analysis of the area, production, and productivity trends of soybean cultivation in Sagar district, Madhya Pradesh. It highlights both spatial and temporal changes, which are important for regional agricultural planning and policymaking. The insights can guide researchers, extension workers, and policymakers in understanding the implications of agricultural variability on crop management. Moreover, the study’s findings can support sustainable crop development strategies in central India.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is informative and captures the core content of the study. It is clear, precise, and appropriately descriptive of the analysis carried out.

	

	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 fairly comprehensive but could be improved by including:

· The specific time frame of the data used (if not already mentioned).

· Quantitative highlights of key findings (e.g., percent increase/decrease in productivity).

· Implications or significance of findings in a sentence.

Minor rephrasing for clarity is also recommended to enhance academic tone.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct. It employs appropriate statistical techniques and secondary data analysis to understand crop trends. However, further explanation of the methodology, including the rationale for selecting the district and interpretation of trends, would strengthen the manuscript.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant but could be updated with more recent studies from the past 5 years, particularly on soybean production trends, agricultural sustainability, or regional crop analysis. Inclusion of more national or international sources would add depth.

	

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


	The manuscript requires moderate language editing. While the message is clear, the paper includes grammatical errors, awkward sentence structures, and inconsistencies in tense usage. A thorough proofreading or editing for scholarly tone is recommended.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is well-conceived and regionally important. Tables and figures could be formatted more clearly. Including policy implications and specific recommendations in the conclusion would improve the manuscript’s practical value.
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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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