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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 work adds significant methodological and empirical insights to agricultural statistics and policy research by offering a thorough time series analysis and forecasting framework for major crop groups using long-term agricultural data. The study shows how crop-specific production dynamics can be quantitatively assessed and predicted for well-informed decision-making by combining regression-based trend analysis with ARIMA modelling. The results provide useful insights for risk management, agricultural planning and food security tactics in the face of shifting market and climatic conditions. Additionally, by emphasising the differences in stability and predictability between cereals, millets, pulses and oilseeds, the study supports the development of evidence-based agricultural policies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title appropriately reflects the scope and methodology of the study.
	

	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 comprehensive and clearly summarizes the objectives, methodology and major findings. However, the following minor improvements are suggested:

1. Briefly mention the study period (1975–2023) to provide temporal context.

2. Include a concise statement about the policy relevance or practical application of forecasts.

3. Reduce slightly lengthy methodological descriptions and emphasize key quantitative outcomes.

4. Consider adding one concluding sentence highlighting the contribution to agricultural forecasting literature.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and follows established statistical procedures for time series analysis. However, the following improvements are suggested:
1. In Methodology, you wrote: annual time series data … in India were obtained from IndiaStat, But the title and study focus are: Major Crops in Andhra Pradesh. 
2. In Castor section: You wrote: selected model → (0,1,0), equation → (0,1,1) which are inconsistence. Ensure and fix the selected models, equation, table and discussion

3. Ragi production was found to be stationary at level but your analysis shown as an ARIMA (2,1,1) model provided best fit. If series is stationary at level, then: differencing order d = 0, not 1.
4. Avoid narrative phrases like “can be written as”
5. Fix terminology: “RMSC” → RMSE, “five r years” → five years, “Bothe the millets” → Both millets, “shows that, all three oilseed crops” → remove comma
6. Use consistent notation: εₜ (not εt sometimes), ΔYₜ consistently
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include relevant recent studies. However, inclusion of a few additional recent works on agricultural time series forecasting and advanced forecasting approaches may further strengthen the literature base.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in clear academic English and is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical corrections, reduction of repetitive phrases, and slight tightening of long sentences would further improve readability and flow. A light professional language edit is recommended prior to publication.
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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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