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Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this 
manuscript for the scientific community. Why do you like (or dislike) 
this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for 
this part. 
 

This article effective shows the tobacco yield prediction in Garnepudi village, 
near Andhra Pradesh using ARIMAX, MLR, SVM ML Models. A detailed 
comparative study has been carried out and it is found that XG boost model 
provides best results. 
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the 
addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write 
your suggestions here. 

 

No, the abstract is quite good  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of 
this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is 
scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

This article clearly provides potential data and calculations carried out for 
showing best results by comparing various MLalgorithms for providing the 
best yield of tobacco crop 
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