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	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 study helps to understand the future gram production dynamics in (Bundelkhand) by using ARIMA models and timeseries data. The study helps to make data-driven decisions to increase, farmer income, and agricultural policy in the region. The study also calls for the need for interventions to promote sustainable cultivation practices in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, I would suggest the author to include the country (instead of the region) where the research has been conducted.
	

	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 section is generally informative for readers. However, I suggest for more clarity and re-structure. It would be better if it clearly states its background, method, results, and conclusion components. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is somehow scientifically correct. But the result interpretation must be concise to ensure stronger scientific consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think it is sufficient 
	

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


	I think language quality needs editing for grammar, clarity, and structure sentence to meet the standard for scholarly
	

	Optional/General comments


	The idea of the research is good and have policy relevance. But it needs restructuring and editing, alongside of updated data. 
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