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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 examines the instability of maize cultivated area, production, and productivity in the state of Telangana using Coppock’s Instability Index. The topic is relevant to agricultural economics, crop planning, and regional policy formulation, particularly in the context of climate change and market fluctuations. An improved understanding of instability patterns at the district level can support policymakers in designing more effective crop management and agricultural development strategies. However, prior to publication, the manuscript requires revisions in order to meet established scientific standards.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title:

The title is appropriate. I can suggest an alternative, if the authors agree:

“Assessing the Variability of Maize Production in Telangana Using the Coppock Instability Index”
	

	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 needs revision. Authors should express the statement in an academic manner, clearly state the objective of the paper, briefly explain the methodology, including the application of formulas, present the main numerical findings, and provide a concise conclusion. And be careful when writing the text, so that the same characters are not used!
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodological section is improperly developed. In addition, the Coppock instability index equations are not explained and are not numbered.
There are several differences between the numbers mentioned in the text and those in the tables (e.g., 18.52 vs 18.53; 47.57 vs 47.58; 28.95 vs 28.96). These need to be corrected.

Tables should be uniformly formatted (e.g., “Table 1” instead of “Table.1.”).

The sources of the tables are not mentioned, even if they are processed by the authors, this aspect must be specified.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References require revision and formatting according to the journal style.

There are differences between the reference citations in the text and the reference list:

- "Ranjit Kumar et al., 2014" and "Anonymous, 2014" are cited in the text but are missing from the references.

- Some references (Savitha and Kunnal, 2015; Acharya et al., 2012; Dhakre and Sharma, 2010) are listed but not cited in the text.

- There are spelling differences (Sing/Singh; Akthar/Akhtar).
References should be arranged alphabetically and more recent, up-to-date sources should be cited. 
	

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


	The manuscript requires proofreading in English.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Improve the discussion section by correlating and linking the results to previous studies. 

Multiple sources should be cited.
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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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