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PART  1: Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

Pulses in India hold a very significant role for their livelihood and needs of the nutritional 
aspects of the consumer. Majority of the consumer in India depends on pulses for their daily 
nutritional and food security purpose. Moreover, the export potential of the pulses crop from 
India plays a key role for the income generation for the farmers. Therefore, the study of the 
pulses performance in India plays a vital role for the policy makers to understand the insight of 
the current performance of the pulses crop in India to incorporate a suitable policy 
recommendation for the pulses farmers in the nation. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title could be slightly altered and could be rename as, “Performance of the major pulses 
crop in India: Growth and Instability. If the author’s are willing to incorporate the changes. 

 

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. 

 

There are a lot more scope for improvement in the abstract which includes the numerous 
mistakes of the grammar as well as the language used could be improves a lot.  
Suggestion: 1. Kindly, make the abstract to the point of context and specific. 2. Write the major 
findings of the research along with proper justification and reasoning of the text in the results 
should be incorporated. 3. Include policy recommendation as well from the study for the policy 
makers. 
 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

The manuscript needs a lot of improvement. Since, the manuscript looks very technical and there is a 
need to improve a lot with grammar and sentence formation. Kindly, relook at the methodology for 
estimated CAGR, if needed. There is a need to incorporate references in support of the findings of the 
results wherever applicable. There is a need to incorporate a policy recommendation as well to create 
the importance of the research. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

Try to look at the reference properly, since some of the reference cited included the year of 2025, the 
reference number 19. This type of mistake would not be appropriate since it would be available for the 
greater audience. 

 

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

 

There is a lot of improvement needed and expect the authors to kindly incorporate the recommended 
suggestion. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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