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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 region-specific empirical evidence on the cost structure, profitability and farm-size dynamics of pearl millet cultivation. By applying standard cost concepts and farm business measures, the study contributes to existing literature in agricultural economics on resource use efficiency and economies of scale. 
The findings are relevant for policymakers and researchers concerned with sustainable intensification, income stabilization and the economic viability of climate-resilient crops in semi-arid agro-ecosystems.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable as it clearly reflects the subject matter, the crop to be study and the geographical scope. However, the title can be improved for clarity, grammatical precision, and scholarly tone for international audience.

Suggestion:  Economics of Pearl Millet Cultivation in the Gird Region of Madhya Pradesh, India

	

	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 not comprehensive, although it presents the objective of the study, the study area, the sampling framework, and the key findings of the study.
However, the abstract requires revision to improve clarity and structure. There should be brief methodological clarification. 

Eliminate repetitive phrasing and grammatical redundancies to improve readability and conciseness

The font size should be the same. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in terms of its conceptual approach, data collection, and use of standard analytical frameworks commonly applied in agricultural economics. 
Moreover, the study has some limitations, the analysis is largely descriptive, with no statistical testing to assess whether observed differences across farm-size categories are significant. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Although the manuscript includes basic set of references, more recent peer reviewed literature on costs and result in cereals or millet production should be used to strengthen the contextual and empirical grounding of the study
Including citations from the peer-reviewed sources will improve the manuscript’s engagement with current scientific discourse and provide better support for analytical framework
	

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


	The language and English quality of the manuscript are not fully suitable for scholarly communication in its current form. 

The manuscript contains grammatical errors, awkward sentence constructions, inconsistent tense usage, and imprecise academic phrasing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The introduction contains repetitive statements regarding the global distribution and major producers of pearl millet, which should be streamlined to avoid redundancy. 

· The research gap motivating this study is not clearly articulated, and the introduction would benefit from a more explicit discussion of how this work advances existing knowledge. 

· The citation Anonymous (2019), Agricultural Statistics at a Glance is not recommended; the authors should instead cite the responsible institution (e.g., the Ministry of Agriculture and Farmers Welfare, Government of India).

· Greater clarification and contextual explanation are needed in the introduction, particularly regarding the rationale for the study. 

· The manuscript should also explain why the five villages (Rajhanspura, Jharoni, Lbhanpura, Bhitholi, and Beretta) were selected, beyond stating that they were chosen randomly from Morena tehsil.
· In the results and discussion section, national and international literature should be cited to support and contextualize the findings. 
· References should not merely be listed at the end; proper in-text citations must be used throughout the manuscript. 
· Finally, the conclusion should focus on key deductions drawn from the study, rather than repeating the discussion of results, and should include clear policy or practical recommendations based on the findings
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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