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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important issue of food grain availability and requirement in the context of Nagaon district, Assam. It provides useful insights into the demand-supply gap for cereals and pulses and its implications for food security. This research is relevant for agricultural policy planning, especially for regions facing nutritional deficits in pulses despite surplus cereal production. The study highlights the need for policy interventions and technological advancements to ensure balanced food security, which is crucial for both farmers and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and reflects the core content of the manuscript.
Alternet title - 

Assessment of Requirement, Availability, and Consumption of Food Grains: A Case Study of Nagaon District, Assam
	

	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 summarizes the study but lacks clarity in some sentences and contains grammatical errors.
1. Make the objectives clearer: “The study aims to estimate the availability and requirement of cereals and pulses…”
2. Mention the methodology briefly: “Secondary data from Census and Statistical Handbook was analysed…”
3. State key findings in a structured way:

· Surplus cereals: 644,578 MT (against requirement 295,659 MT)

· Deficit pulses: 7,858 MT (against requirement 50,247 MT)

4. Last line should emphasize recommendations: “Technological improvements, high-yielding varieties, and policy interventions are essential to bridge the pulse deficit.”

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally correct in terms of concept and calculations. The methodology is clearly described, and results are logically presented with supporting tables. However:

· Sampling details are insufficient.

· Units (e.g., MT, g/day) should be consistent and formatted properly.

· Certain formula and values need proper formatting for clarity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· The references are adequate and include recent studies up to 2025.

· Some references (1 and 2) could be cited more clearly with proper formatting in-text.

· Add more literature related to pulse production enhancement strategies and regional food security studies in India for better context.


	

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


	· Language requires moderate editing for grammar, sentence structure, and clarity.

· Issues include spelling errors (“anf” instead of “and”), inconsistent tense, and lack of punctuation in some places.

· Technical terms should be explained for better readability.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Tables need better alignment and proper captions.

· Include units in all columns of tables for clarity.

· Provide graphical representation (bar chart/pie chart) of surplus and deficit for cereals and pulses for better visualization.

· Include a policy implications section in the conclusion.
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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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