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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 manucript is important for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the dynamics of shallot price volatility at the producer level in West Nusa Tenggara Provnce, Indonesia  a key horticultural region. By applying advanced economtric models such as ARCH-GARCH, this study contributs robust evidence on the exten and drivers of price flucuations, which are critical forformulating effective agricultural and price stabilization policies. The findings not only inform policmakers but also offer practical implications for strengthening farmer institutions and post-harvest infratructure. Overall, this research ills a gap in empirical studies o horticltural commodity price risks and suports broader discussions on rural livelihoods and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Based on the content and fous of the mnuscript you provided  which uses statistical modls (Double Expoential Smothing, ARCH-GARCH) to analyze shalot price fluctuaions specifically at the proucer level in West Nusa Tenggara the current title:

Analysis of Shallot Price Volatility at Prodcer Level in West Nusa Tenggara Province

	

	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.


	Too brief on the context & significance The abstract could benefit from 1–2 sentences that set up why this is important for local farmers and food security.

Methods could be clearer Include mention of trend forecasting results, stationarity test, and model selection to show rigor.

Results should include quantitative detail more clearly., highlight the volatility coefficient and its interpretation.

The final line mixes results with recommendations Better to separate the factual result from suggested policy measures.

Omit redundant phrases E.g., “shallot production in West Nusa Tenggara has experience a downward trend” is repeated twice (in the intro and results parts).


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Stationarity test interpretationThe ADF test resul is stated with a p-value of 0.097 (>0.05), yet the text says “meets the stationar requirements.” Actually, for ADF, p < 0.05 indicates stationarity. This shold be double-checked and explained clerly.

ARIMA model selection justificationThe steps for selecting the ARIMA/ARMA moel are valid, but the residual diagnotic results should be discssed more thoroughly. For example, was the residual autoorrelation tested (Ljung-Bx test)?

Goodness-of-fit metrics for modelsIt would strengthen the scienific rigor if you reported metrics like RMSE or MAE for the DEStrend forecast, or log-likeihood for the ARCH-GARCH, to prove the mdel’s adequacy.

Link between volatlity result and policy implicationThe reslts show volatility is high, but the causal link to weak institutions, post-harvest loss, or market structure needs to be supported with data or ctations (not just assume). Consider adding supporive evidence or at leas acknowledging that some of these explanations are based on literature.

No discussion of limittionsFor transparency, note that using secndary data only may not cpture real-time supply chain factors. A short note on this wuld improve scientific integrity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references could be strengthened to demonstrate better engagement with:

· Morerecent interational liteature on agricultural price volatility, especially similr commodity cases in developing countries.

· Empirical studies tat link market structre (oligopsony) with produce price volatility  since this is a central claim in your discussion.

· Post-harvest mnagemnt literature that qantifies its effect on price stailization for perishable cros.


	

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


	There are some recurrent language issues that could weaken scholarly readability:

Grammar and sentence structure

Some sentences are too long or run-on, making them hard to follow.

Example:

“Price volatility at the producer level is caused by dependence on the season, the position of farmers as price takers, weak farmer institutions, and minimal post-harvest facilities.”

This could be spit for clarity.

Verb tens consistency
Parts switch between past, present, and future tense inconsistently.

Example: The methods should be consistently in past tense (“The data were analysed…”).

Preposition and article usage

Some phrases are missing prepositions or articles:

“Measurement This study employ an approach…”

Better: “This study employs an approach for measurement…”

Word choice and academic tone

A few phrases are informal or literal translations from Indonesian.

Example: “The fee of shallots on the producer level…” → should be “The price of shallots a the producer level…”

Repetition

Several ideas are repeated verbatim or nearly so  for instance, “the production of shallots has experienced a downward trend” appears in both the abstract and results in the same wrding.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this manuscript addresses an important topic relevant to agricultural economics and rural livelihoods, focusing on shall price volatility in a key prodution area of Indonesia. The study demonstrates sound use of time series analysis metods (Double Exponential Smothing, ARCH-GARCH, and the resultsprovide practical insights that could support policy decisions for farmr welfare and price stabilization.

However, to strengthen its contribution, th manuscript would benefit from learer explanation of the econometric diagnostics (e.g., stationarity and residual checks), a more robust linkage between emprical results and poicy implications, and inlusion of recent international literture to enrich the discussion.

Additionally, improvments to theEnglish language  especially igrammar, sentence structure, and conistency  will greatly enhance the clarity and readbility for an internatonal audience. The manusript shows good ptential and would be significatly improved with careful revisin along these lines.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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