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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. Cultivating millets not only offers a viable solution by diminishing reliance on synthetic fertilizers
and pesticides, but also facilitates a transition towards sustainable agriculture. This involves
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? diversifying crop rotation and steering clear of the pitfalls associated with monocropping systems.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) Food security can be significantly improved by introducing different types of millet into cropping
systems.
2. Is thetitle of the article suitable? Based on the above, | believe that this research topic is relevant and should be further developed
(If not please suggest an alternative title) by the authors.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 2. Don't you think some of the phrases in the title would better convey the theme of the study?

| suggest you consider these options:
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?

o «Millets: a superior solution to food security challenges compared to cereal-based

5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? cropping systems in India»;
o «Millets: an advantageous solution to food security challenges over cereal-based
6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of cropping systems in India».

additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 3. As a reviewer, my opinion is that the abstract is quite comprehensive in the context of a short
additional suggestions/comments) research article.

4. My opinion is that the article is structured quite correctly, however, it would be worth making
corrections (I have highlighted all the significant points also directly in the manuscript, please pay
attention to this).

1. Remove the hyphen after the word "abstract", as well as after the names of subsections

3,5,7,8,9, 10;

2. Please work on the correct design of drawings, tables and diagrams

5. Yes
6. Yes
Minor REVISION comments
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 1. The quality of the language/English of this article is sufficiently suitable for scholarly
communications? communications

Optional/General comments
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IAuthor’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight
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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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