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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. The manuscript hold significant importance to scientific community It helps in 
understanding: Agricultural trends: Identifying growth patterns and productivity changes 
over time. Economic stability: Understanding instability factors aids in policy-making to 
stabilize production. Source analysis: Determining the primary contributors to output 
growth informs targeted interventions. 

2. The title, "Decomposition and Instability Analysis of Pearl Millet in Jodhpur Region vis-à-
vis Rajasthan," is clear and conveys the key aspects of your study. However, a few minor 
adjustments could enhance its clarity and appeal. Revised version: "Growth, 
Decomposition, and Instability Analysis of Pearl Millet in Jodhpur Region and Rajasthan" 

3. The abstract you provided is fairly comprehensive, but it could benefit from some 
refinement for completeness by including recommendation 

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript you have outlined are appropriate and 
follow a logical and standard format commonly used in scientific research papers 

5. the manuscript appears to be scientifically correct in several key aspects 
6. The references listed in the manuscript appear to be sufficient and relevant for the study. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
The language and English quality of the article are generally understandable but need some 
improvements to enhance clarity and flow. Ensure that the paragraphs flow from one to the next 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Clarity and Readability: The text is generally clear but can benefit from improved 
sentence structure for better readability. Some sentences are long and could be broken 
down for ease of understanding. 

2. Grammar and Syntax: There are minor grammatical errors and awkward phrasing that 
need correction. For example, "keep distinctive feature of small seed and hardy crop" 
should be revised to "has the distinctive feature of being a small-seeded, hardy crop." 

3. Flow and Coherence: The logical flow is present, but transitions between different points 
can be smoother. For instance, when introducing the geographical distribution of pearl 
millet production, a connecting phrase would improve the transition. 

4. Consistency: Ensure consistent use of terms and abbreviations. For example, "per cent" 
and "%" should be used consistently throughout the text. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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