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1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
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1. As this study mentioned that it is based on primary data accessed millet farmers. But, not 
clearly stated total number of sample size, sampling distribution and sampling technique. 
Author has to complete the necessary details. 
 
2. Author has given number of abbreviations for agencies in the part of methodology. But It 
should be expected in the necessary phase. 
 
3. Author just given only two states Talangana and Karnataka for the study analysis. But, in 
the part of results and discussion, stated two more states. So, it should be justified in the 
part of methodology. 
 
4. Sources of tables are not given. 
 
5. The study has not analysed data but the given in this study seems like secondary data 
presented with necessary graphics. 
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