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Review Form 1.7

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. Isthetitle 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. Yes, the manuscript is suitable for scientific community. It will provide the knowledge
bank about the millet trend in India over the period of time of the dataset.

2. Yes, the article title is suitable.

3. Yes, the abstract is comprehensive.

4. Yes.

Nevertheless, the subsections Materials and Methods must be separated.

5. Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.

6. Yes, the reference is sufficient and recent.

| recommend to the author to take the comments made in the manuscript into account while
correcting it.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, the language is suitable.

Optional/General comments

ONoOU~WOWNE

10.

11.

12.

13.

14,

15.

Indicate the aim of the study in the abstract

Use the following outlines:

Introduction

Materials and Methods

Results and Discussion

Conclusion and Recommendations

Separate method development and results.

MAE and RMSE indicate the same model, that is, both indicate the minimal values for the
same best model. So, use one of them.

“Background” must be part of the introduction.

Please merge it with the introduction.

“Importance of Time Series Analysis in Sales Forecasting” must be a subsection of the
introduction.

“Identification of Trends and Seasonal Patterns, Forecasting Accuracy, Resource
Allocation and Inventory Management, Marketing and Promotion Strategies and
Budgeting and Financial Planning” must be part of the subsection of Materials.
“Holiday_Flag, Temperature, Fuel_Price, CPl (Consumer Price Index) and
Unemployment” description is not needed in the paper, the time series models used are
not multiple linear regression models.

Remove them from the paper.

In “Exploratory Data Analysis (EDA)” and “Time Series Model Building”, separate
method development and results.

Develop the methods without using the statistics and figures from the results.

Develop the equations of the models (ARIMA, SARIMA, PROPHET, EXPONENTIAL
SMOOTHING and GAUSSIAN PROCESSES).

In “Model Analysis”, define the model selection process in the methods section.
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Put the gotten values of the model evaluation metric in the Results and Discussion section
16. “Conclusion” and “Future Perspective and Recommendations” must be in the
Conclusion and Recommendations section.

PART 2:

Reviewer’'s comment IAuthor’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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

Reviewer Details:

Name: Djoi Noukpo Andre

Department, University & Country Benin
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