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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 is important for the scientific community because it shows the results of comparing several forecasting models so that the best forecasting model can be seen.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is apt. A more concise translation would be 'Comparison of Corn Price Forecasting Models in Andhra Pradesh'.
	

	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 too long. It's best to summarize the key points, such as why this research is important, its objectives, analytical methods, research findings, and policy implications. Lengthy explanatory sentences should be removed and included in the introduction of the manuscript.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript is correct. However, it needs improvement, including: (1) The research results need to be supplemented with data stationarity testing before forecasting is carried out, (2) Forecasting is only carried out for the period January 2022 to April 2025, so it is necessary to add a forecasting period for several months or several years in the future, (3) The analysis results have not been compared with the results of previous research.
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	There are many references, however, many of them still use old references.
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	Yes, it is suitable for the scientific community.
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