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	Reviewer’s comment


	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 paper presents a comprehensive 20-year longitudinal analysis of maize farming in Madhya Pradesh, a state that makes a considerable contribution to India's national maize production. Using empirical data from 2001-02 to 2020-21, it provides unique insights into how area growth and technological adoption have influenced output trends. The study's observation of significant output variability (60.20%) reveals critical vulnerabilities in rainfed agriculture, making it an invaluable resource for policymakers seeking to improve climate resilience and food security. Furthermore, the findings highlight a crucial change from area-led to productivity-led expansion, which is critical for the sustainable intensification of Indian agriculture.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Suggested: Dynamics of Maize Production in Madhya Pradesh: A Trend and Variability Analysis (2001–2021)
	

	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 well-structured, covering the study's background, objectives, methodology, key findings, and policy implications

· The keywords include "Decomposition" and "Interaction Effect", yet these specific analytical components are not detailed in the methodology or the summary of results provided in the abstract. If a decomposition analysis was performed, its primary finding (e.g., the percent contribution of area vs. yield) should be explicitly stated.

· Some phrasing is repetitive regarding the "positive and significant growth". Combining these sentences could improve flow
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound and follows standard practices for agricultural economic analysis

· Methodology: The use of Absolute Change, Relative Change, Linear Growth Rate (LGR), and Coefficient of Variation (CV) is appropriate for the stated objectives.

· Data Integrity: The reliance on secondary data from the Directorate of Economics and Statistics, Government of India, ensures the use of authentic and verified information.

· Consistency: The results presented in the text align with the data shown in Table 1 and Table 2.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references successfully complement the topic by connecting localized findings to larger national and international contexts.Several are from 2020-2024, which is fantastic.

Suggestions: The approach for LGR refers to a source from 2009. While correct, including a more recent reference on agricultural growth modeling would improve this section. Consider include references to India's recent Ethanol Blending Program (EBP), as the text emphasizes maize's use in ethanol production as a driver of growth.
	

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


	There is a slight tendency to repeat the phrase "traditional and potential maize growing state". Varying the descriptors for Madhya Pradesh would improve the prose

	

	Optional/General comments


	· As noted in the abstract section, if the "Decomposition" mentioned in the keywords refers to the Seven-Factor or Minhas decomposition model, the formula should be included in Section 2.5 (Analytical Tools) to maintain consistency.

· Given the 20-year timeframe, the manuscript would be significantly enhanced by including a line graph showing the year-on-year trends for Area, Production, and Productivity. This would visually validate the "considerable variability" mentioned in the results.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No
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