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	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 adds more insights into ways of improving livelihoods. The area of study has traditionally lacked scientific proof that includes the use of statistical models to indicate results. The use of various statistical models in the findings is a significant addition to understanding the area under study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The topic is ideal, but lacks comprehensiveness in capturing what is contained in the paper. I suggest that the topic reads as follows;
The Influence of Farmer-Producer Organizations Led Interventions on the Knowledge Levels of Tribal Millet Growers of Chhindwara District in India. 


	

	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 well written, and it captures all essential points for a scientific study
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is correctly researched and fits into a scientific study
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are a mixture, with a few being over 10 years, but the majority are recent publications. Having old reference material is normal for this kind of study, as it is grounded in understanding findings from previous studies.
	

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


	The English language is good.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It’s a well-written paper with arguments being well presented. In the findings, there was a robust discussion and interpretation of results. The researcher (s) also demonstrated that some of their findings conform to findings from other studies.
The paper was an interesting read; it brought the significance of belonging to an organisation if livelihoods are to be improved.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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