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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 manuscript provides a timely and substantive contribution to the scientific community by addressing an important knowledge gap and offering evidence-based conclusions. The experimental design and analyses are sufficiently transparent to support replication and comparative studies. By integrating results across multiple lines of evidence, the manuscript strengthens confidence in the proposed interpretation and helps reconcile inconsistencies in prior reports.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable.
It can be tightened to better reflect what you actually analyze, such as:
1. Trend Analysis and ARIMA Forecasting of Area, Production, and Yield of Major Crops in Andhra Pradesh
2. Time-Series Modeling of Major Crops in Andhra Pradesh: Trend Decomposition and ARIMA Forecasts
	

	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 broadly comprehensive.
Suggested improvements (additions/deletions):

1. Add 1 sentence with the data specific -> and 1–2 quantitative anchors
2. Add the forecast horizon
3. Delete or compress the diagnostic/test inventory
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is broadly scientifically sound in its core approach (trend fitting plus ARIMA modeling with stationarity checks and residual diagnostics is a standard framework for univariate agricultural time series forecasting). However:
1. Model-order inconsistencies (potential factual errors): In millets, the text states ARIMA (0,1,1) for ragi in one place, while the performance table reports ragi as (2,1,1). In pulses, the narrative says a simple random walk ARIMA (0,1,0) was selected for black gram, but Table 3 reports (3,1,0). These need correction; otherwise, the results are not reproducible.
2. Stationarity vs differencing mismatch: The manuscript claims ragi production is stationary at level (ADF p = 0.015), but then reports a differenced ARIMA model (d = 1) for ragi in Table 2. If the series is truly level-stationary, an ARMA-type model (d = 0) would typically be appropriate, or you must justify why differencing was still applied. 
3. Diagnostics indicate at least one inadequate model: For castor, the Ljung–Box residual diagnostic is reported as p = 0.029, which suggests remaining autocorrelation and therefore an inadequate ARIMA specification (or missing structure such as breaks/interventions). This should be remedied, not only noted.
4. incomplete/unclear reporting: In pulses, the sentence “For Bengal gram, the ADF test statistic to reject…” is incomplete and does not report the test statistic/decision clearly
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is not sufficient; it is too short.
1. https://otexts.com/fpp3
2. Box, G.E.P., Jenkins, G.M., Reinsel, G.C., & Ljung, G.M. Time Series Analysis: Forecasting and Control (5th ed.) 
3. Add at least one standard modern time-series textbook (choose one): Hyndman & Athanasopoulos above (often sufficient), or Shumway & Stoffer,


	

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


	the English is mostly understandable for a scholarly audience
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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