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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 significantly contributes to the scientific community by providing a detailed socio-economic profile of tribal millet growers in Madhya Pradesh, highlighting the challenges and opportunities they face in millet cultivation and value addition.

It addresses critical gaps in understanding the socio-economic and gender dynamics of tribal farming communities, offering baseline data for policymakers and researchers to develop targeted interventions. The focus on minor millets, which are essential for food security and climate resilience, aligns with global efforts like the UN’s International Year of Millets (2023). This study also emphasizes the need for gender-sensitive agricultural extension services, enhancing its relevance for sustainable development research.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes.The title, is suitable However, it could be slightly refined to emphasize the study’s scope, including gender dynamics and value addition.
	

	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.


	for improved comprehensiveness and clarity, here are some suggestions:

- State the main research questions or objectives explicitly at the beginning for a clearer focus.  

- Briefly mention the data collection method (survey, interviews, etc.) and the reason for purposive sampling of villages.  

-consider summarizing or focusing on the most critical statistics.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound, employing an ex-post-facto research design and a robust sampling method based on Yamane’s formula. The methodology is clearly described, with purposive selection of districts, blocks, and villages justified by their relevance to millet cultivation. Data collection through structured interviews and the use of statistical analysis for profiling characteristics are appropriate. The results are supported by relevant literature, and the discussion aligns with the findings. 

Additionally, the income ranges for men and women in section 3.7 seem inconsistent (e.g., women’s medium income range of ₹6,974–₹33,384 is unusually low compared to men’s ₹39,521–₹91,195), which may indicate a typographical error or requires clarification.
	

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

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


	Some sentences are awkwardly phrased or lack clarity. For example, "Out of the total population in India, about 72.40 percent live in rural areas and living in and around forest areas" (Introduction) is redundant and could be streamlined to "Approximately 72.4% of India's population lives in rural areas, particularly in and around forests."

The tone is occasionally informal or overly verbose.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript has significant strengths, including a clear academic structure, relevant content addressing a research gap, robust data collection, and appropriate referencing. However, it requires improvements in language quality, grammatical accuracy, clarity, and analytical depth to meet high scholarly standards. The discussion of results could be more analytical rather than descriptive.
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