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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.


	The manuscript entitled “An Agronomic Review: Adaptability, Productivity, and Nutritional Importance of Finger Millet (Eleusine coracana)” is highly relevant to the scientific community, as finger millet is a nutritionally rich food crop with considerable potential for wide-scale cultivation under marginal and dry land conditions. This manuscript is important for future research on food security, particularly in relation to the ability of finger millet to adapt to extreme environmental conditions.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The stated title does not fully correspond to the narrative presented in the manuscript.
An alternative title is suggested as follows: “An Agronomic Review of Finger Millet (Eleusine coracana): Adaptability, Nutritional Value, and Importance for Sustainable Agriculture.”
	

	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 of this article does not yet comprehensively describe the challenges associated with finger millet as a food crop with strong potential for global food security, particularly in Asia and Africa. An effective abstract should clearly begin by outlining the key problem and subsequently present the proposed solutions or insights addressing that problem.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientifically, the manuscript is sound; however, several points require revision and further elaboration in accordance with the topic under discussion. In addition, more references from recent years should be incorporated into the manuscript.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Additional recent references are required to strengthen and support the narrative related to the topic discussed.
	

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


	The language quality is quite good (high potential), but needs improvement for international scientific communication.
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