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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 provides valuable insights into the economics and adoption trends of millet cultivation in the Central Brahmaputra Valley Zone of Assam, India, addressing a critical gap in region-specific agricultural research. It highlights the economic viability of millets, a climate-resilient crop, which is increasingly relevant in the context of sustainable agriculture and food security under changing climatic conditions. By identifying key constraints—technical, economic, and marketing—the study offers practical recommendations for policymakers and agricultural extension services to enhance millet adoption among smallholder farmers. This research contributes to the broader discourse on promoting underutilized crops like millets to support rural livelihoods and diversify agricultural systems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title, "Economics and Adoption Trends of Millet Crop in Central Brahmaputra Valley Zone," is generally suitable as it captures the core focus of the study—economics and adoption trends of millet cultivation in a specific region
	

	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 provides a decent overview of the study, including the study area, sample size, key findings on yield and income, and major constraints. However, it lacks clarity in some areas and could be more concise and structured to improve readability. Specific issues include:

· The abstract repeats information (e.g., yield and income data appear in both the introduction and abstract).

· It does not clearly state the study's objectives or broader implications for policy or practice.

· The mention of "85.00 per cent" for lack of processing facilities feels abrupt without context.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are relatively recent (2016–2024) and cover a range of studies on millet economics, adoption, and constraints, which is appropriate for the manuscript's scope. However, there are issues:

Duplication: Reference [8] is identical to [7], which is an error and should be corrected.

Limited Scope: Most references focus on Indian contexts, which is relevant but could be complemented by global studies on millet adoption to provide a broader perspective.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript would benefit from a clearer structure, particularly in the Results and Discussion section, where findings could be better organized by theme (e.g., economics, constraints, adoption trends). Subheadings could enhance readability. 

Tables are informative but could be improved with clearer captions and units (e.g., specify that "q/ha" refers to quintals per hectare for non-specialist readers). Additionally, the discussion of Table 2 (area reduction) is brief and could elaborate on the implications of shifting to oil palm or toria cultivation. 

The conclusion mentions India's export goals but does not tie this to the study's findings effectively. A stronger link between local constraints and national/global millet promotion strategies would enhance impact. 

Consider adding a chart to visualize yield, income, or constraint rankings (e.g., a bar chart for constraint mean scores). If desired, I can generate a chart upon confirmation.
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