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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 as it provides a comprehensive, long-term regional analysis of productivity instability in major cereals and pulses in Maharashtra. By applying established instability measures across different agro-climatic regions and time periods, the study enhances understanding of how climatic variability, irrigation access, and technological adoption influence crop performance. The region-specific insights are particularly valuable for researchers and policymakers working on agricultural sustainability and risk management. Overall, the findings contribute meaningful empirical evidence to the literature on regional agricultural development and productivity stability.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article is suitable and appropriately captures the core theme and regional scope of the study. It clearly indicates the focus on productivity variations of major cereals and pulses within Maharashtra. However, the title could be further strengthened by explicitly reflecting the analytical emphasis on productivity instability over a long time period. Nevertheless, the existing title is acceptable and does not require mandatory revision.
	

	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 of the article is comprehensive and well-structured. It clearly states the objective of the study, the time period covered, the regional scope, the methodology adopted, and the key findings regarding productivity instability of major cereals and pulses in Maharashtra. The use of established statistical measures is appropriately mentioned, and the conclusions are consistent with the results presented in the manuscript. However, the abstract could be slightly strengthened by adding one concluding sentence highlighting the policy relevance or practical implications of the findings. No deletion of existing content is required.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. The study adopts appropriate and well-established statistical tools to measure productivity instability, and the methodology is clearly explained and correctly applied. The data analysis is systematic, and the interpretation of results is logical and consistent with the empirical findings presented in the tables. The conclusions drawn are supported by the results and align well with the stated objectives of the study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are sufficient, relevant, and appropriate for the scope of the study. The authors have included a good mix of foundational literature and recent studies related to agricultural productivity, regional variation, and instability analysis, including references up to 2024. The cited works adequately support the methodology, analysis, and discussion presented in the manuscript. Therefore, no mandatory addition of references is required, although inclusion of more recent region-specific policy or climate-related studies could further strengthen the discussion.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear and understandable, and the technical content is effectively conveyed. However, minor grammatical errors, repetitive phrasing, and occasional sentence length issues are present in some sections. These can be addressed through careful language editing to improve clarity and flow, but they do not affect the scientific content of the study.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and presents a detailed regional analysis of productivity instability in major cereals and pulses over a long time period. The use of standard instability measures and clear presentation of region-wise results through tables adds strength to the study. The inclusion of policy implications enhances the practical relevance of the findings. With minor revisions related to language refinement and slight strengthening of the abstract and discussion, the manuscript would be suitable for publication.
The manuscript is scientifically sound, methodologically appropriate, and well-supported by empirical analysis. The findings are clearly presented and have strong regional and policy relevance. Only minor improvements related to language refinement and clarity are required, and no major revisions are necessary.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No ethical issues are observed in this manuscript. The study is based on secondary data sources, follows standard analytical methods, and presents results in a transparent and responsible manner
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