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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.


	The paper addresses key production constraints of Red gram in Telangana, a crop vital for food security and farmer income. Findings provide actionable insights for extension programs, varietal improvement, and sustainable production practices. The study is regionally relevant and fits the journal’s scope.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is appropriate. Suggested revision: Capitalize properly — “Constraint Analysis in Red Gram (Cajanus cajan L.) Crop Cultivation in Karimnagar District of Telangana State.”


	

	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 clear but could include quantified key findings (e.g., percentage of major constraints) and one line highlighting practical implications.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the research design is acceptable; however, the methodology needs clearer explanation of sampling (n=90) and justification of descriptive analysis. Including or acknowledging the absence of inferential statistics would strengthen the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are adequate and up to date, but formatting should be standardized. Ensure consistency between in-text citations and reference list.


	

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


	Moderate editing required for grammar, conciseness, and scientific tone. Maintain consistent terminology (“Red gram” vs. “pigeon pea”).
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	Condense descriptive parts under “Field-based Interventions.” Add a short “Limitations” paragraph at the end. Improve flow between “Results” and “Discussion.”
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