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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 study analyzes instability in the area, production, and productivity of maize in Telangana by applying Coppock’s Instability Index, a recognized quantitative measure for assessing variability in agricultural growth. The research identifies patterns of district-level variability, thereby contributing to regional agricultural planning and providing information for policymakers, researchers, and planners. Assessments of this nature are instrumental in understanding production risks, formulating interventions, and enhancing crop stability. The findings hold practical relevance for agricultural economists and state-level planning agencies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate but can be improved for clarity and grammar.

Suggested

title:
“Application of Coppock’s Instability Index to Maize Area, Production, and Productivity in Telangana”

	

	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.


	Yes, The abstract contains relevant information.

Suggestions:

Clearly state objectives in one concise sentence.

Mention data source explicitly.

Present key findings in summarized statistical form.

Avoid repetition of district names unless essential.

Add policy implication or conclusion statement.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, The study is methodologically sound, with strengths such as use of time series data, district-level analysis, and application of Coppock’s instability index. However, key elements need clarification, including definitions of variables, reliability of data sources, and justification for dividing the study period into five-year intervals. The discussion section mainly repeats results rather than interpreting them analytically. Strengthening these aspects would improve the scientific rigor of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, References are relevant but:

· References are not in order (Follow Journal format or APA)

· Few recent (last 5 years) studies included.

· Citation style is inconsistent.

· Some references incomplete.

· Try to include recent 


	

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


	Yes. Some Minor grammatical and Typographical errors are there rectify before submit
	

	Optional/General comments


	Results should be summarized instead of narrating each value.

Include CAGR, graphical representation (trend line or bar chart) for better interpretation.

Provide policy recommendations in conclusion.
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