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	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 manuscript provides a long-horizon (56-year) empirical assessment of groundnut area, production, and productivity forecasting using ARIMA and ARIMA-ANN hybrid frameworks at the district scale. Such localized time-series evidence is valuable for agricultural planning, input allocation, and risk management, particularly in regions where crop statistics are heterogeneous and climate variability is pronounced. The study’s conclusion—that linear ARIMA models were adequate due to the absence of nonlinear residual structure—offers a pragmatic model-selection insight for practitioners. Overall, the work contributes to methodological clarity in agri-forecasting by demonstrating when hybridization is (and is not) warranted.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Yes
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, with minor clarifications recommended.
· Explicitly report model identification details (/PACF cues, candidate orders considered) and hyperparameters for ANN (architecture, epochs, learning rate).

· Provide exact formulas for RMSE and MAPE and state whether metrics were computed on the holdout set only.

· Clarify the train–test split rationale (80:20) and whether cross-validation or rolling forecasts were explored.

· In BDS tables, briefly interpret cases where p-values are very small to avoid ambiguity.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes
	

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


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add a concise limitations and future work subsection (e.g., inclusion of exogenous weather variables or regime shifts).

· Improve figure readability (axis labels, font sizes).

· Provide a small summary table comparing ARIMA vs. hybrid performance across the three series for quick reference.
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