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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
1. Because it has a good point of view, it becomes scientifically important if you try to 
explain it structurally. Please state your conclusion based on the arguments presented. 
 
2. Since it's lyrical, I would like a more specific title. 
For example; Characteristics and future possibilities of millet, a traditional crop 
 
3. It is necessary to rewrite it based on the corrections to the main text. 
 
4. It is necessary to describe it structurally. Chapters, sections, and sections should be set. 
 
5. Some supplementary scientific explanation is required. 
 
6. The references are sufficient and recent. But there is a need to unify the method of writing 
references in “References”. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
Yes 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

This manuscript is of great significance in that it shows the benefits of millet from multiple angles 
with focusing on a literature review. Therefore, the construction of the thesis must be made clearer. 
First of all, please organize your chapters logically and precisely. Next, the summary of each 
chapter must give meaning to the "Prospects". At present, there are some cases in which we 
cannot find the basis for “Prospects '' in the text. In addition, points with weak explanations are 
individually listed below. 
 
1. As indicated in the text, millet is a minor crop. This is because humans have needed crops that 
can provide more calories than beneficial nutrients. With this meaning in mind, it is necessary to 
objectively discuss the spread and promotion of millet. In other words, it is necessary to argue 
whether we aim for mixed cultivation and consumption of millet, rice and wheat, whether millet play 
a complementary role to rice and wheat, or whether we completely replace rice and wheat with 
millet. 
 
2. Another reason why millet became a minor crop was that it was difficult to become a target of 
commerce and trade. If it can be produced and distributed locally, it is unlikely that it will become a 
crop that constitutes a large-scale economy. Rather, shouldn't we aim for production and 
distribution in small regions? In particular, why not reorganize part “The Government's Role in 
Millets Promotion”, keeping in mind that it is a small regional movement? 
 
3. Please use figures, pictures, and graphs with quantitative data where necessary to facilitate 
reader understanding. In part “Patterns of millet production and consumption”, there is the 
expression "As seen in Figure 1", but I can't find it. 
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PART  2:  
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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