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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 makes a significant contribution by exploring the role of Farmer Producer Organizations (FPOs) in enhancing the knowledge of tribal millet growers, particularly in Madhya Pradesh. It highlights how collective institutions like FPOs can bridge gaps in awareness, training, and adoption of improved agricultural practices in marginalized communities. The findings are relevant to policymakers, extension agencies, and development practitioners working towards sustainable agriculture and rural livelihoods. Additionally, the focus on millets—recognized globally as climate-resilient “nutri-cereals”—adds contemporary relevance, aligning with national and international agendas for food security and nutrition.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Current Title: Influence of FPO-Led Interventions on Knowledge Level of Tribal Millet Growers
· The title is clear, but could be made more specific and engaging by mentioning the crop (Kodo and Kutki) and the study region.

Suggested Alternative Titles:
· Impact of FPO Interventions on Knowledge Enhancement of Tribal Kodo and Kutki Growers in Madhya Pradesh
· Strengthening Tribal Millet Cultivation: Knowledge Gains through FPO-Led Interventions in Central 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 comprehensive and provides a good summary of the objectives, methodology, findings, and significance. However, a few refinements could make it sharper:

· Explicitly mention the key statistical outcomes (e.g., Z-test values, regression predictors) in brief form.

· The conclusion could be tightened to emphasize the policy and extension implications of FPOs for tribal agriculture.

· A sentence on the limitations of the study (sample size, regional scope) would make it more balanced.

Suggested Additions/Edits:
· Add: “The study, however, is limited to a single district and crop system, suggesting the need for wider validation across regions.”

· Refine the last line to: “The study underscores the importance of FPOs as instruments for knowledge transfer, capacity building, and sustainable millet promotion in tribal areas.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The objectives are clear, methodology appropriate (random sampling, Z-test, correlation, regression), and results are presented systematically with supporting statistical evidence. Tables are well-structured and interpretations logical. The discussion connects results with previous studies, showing academic rigor. No major methodological flaws are observed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relevant and supportive. However, many are older (2014–2016), and there is scope to include more recent studies (2021–2024) on FPOs, millet promotion, and tribal agricultural development.
Suggested additions:
· FAO (2021, 2023) reports on millets and farmer organizations.

· Recent government policy papers on the International Year of Millets (2023).

· New journal articles on community-based agricultural interventions and sustainable value chains (2022–2024).
	

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


	The language is overall clear, but some sections are slightly verbose and could be tightened for conciseness. Grammar and syntax are suitable for scholarly communication, though minor polishing of sentence flow is recommended. For example, phrases like “most FPO members possessed medium to high levels of knowledge” could be made more precise.
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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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