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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) 
 

General Comments 

From my point of view, it is a very interesting topic and simultaneously it seems that to the best of 
my knowledge is an important study focuses on the nutritional benefits of millets, their role in 
ensuring food security, and strategies for promoting their cultivation and consumption. Millets are 
rich in essential nutrients, including protein, fiber, vitamins, and minerals, and offer numerous health 
benefits, such as reducing the risk of chronic diseases like diabetes and heart disease. Additionally, 
millets are well-suited to climate-resilient agriculture, requiring less water and fertilizer than many 
other cereal crops. By promoting the cultivation and consumption of millet, policymakers, 
researchers, and agricultural stakeholders can enhance food security, support small-scale farmers, 
and promote sustainable food systems. This review highlights the need for increased investment in 
millet research, the development of value chains, and consumer education to realize the full 
potential of millets in addressing global food security challenges. 
 
The paper consists of the sections: Introduction, Nutritional Value of Millets, Resilience to 
Environmental Stresses, Promoting Sustainable Agriculture and Food Systems, Conclusion. 
However, I find some recommendations: 

1. The abstract must contains the main purpose of the paper, the research method used in 

the research and the main contributions.  

2. It would be very useful to add in the "Introduction" section the purpose, objectives and 

hypothesis of the research.  

3. The Literature review section cannot be missing from the paper and must be presented 

separately from the Introduction section.. 

4. The research is well based on science and the results are in agreement with the theoretical 

part. From my point of view, the paper is original and the topic addressed brings added 

value to the specialized literature regarding agriculture development. The paper is well 

written and easy to read. 

5. The research is well based on science and the results are in agreement with the theoretical 

part. The model applied to the analyzed data is correctly used in the analysis undertaken, it 

is a strength point of this paper.  

 
 

We recommend the authors to number the paragraphs: 1. Introduction; 2. Literature Review; 3. 
Methods and Results, Discussions and Conclusions. 
In conclusion, the article should be thoroughly rebuilt (changes in structure recommended above). It 
should also be enhanced with a review of the literature adequate to the subject and a broader 
interpretation and commentary of the research results. 

 

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

communications? 

 
 
Yes 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The Manuscript needs careful English proofreading because there are some shortcomings. For 
instance, the article “the” is sometimes missing in front of nouns, the message in some paragraphs 
is not clear enough. 
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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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