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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.

	This manuscript contributes to the growing body of literature examining the sectoral impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic, particularly in the agricultural context of developing economies. By providing empirical evidence from Raipur district of Chhattisgarh, the study offers region-specific insights into crop yield variations, labour dynamics, input availability, and household coping mechanisms during the lockdown period. The findings are important for policymakers, agricultural economists, and rural development planners in designing resilient agricultural systems and crisis-responsive policy frameworks. The study also adds micro-level evidence to national-level discussions on food security and supply chain disruptions during global health emergencies.
	

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

	“Impact of COVID-19 Pandemic on Agricultural Production and Farmer Livelihoods in Raipur District, Chhattisgarh”
	

	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.

	The abstract covers background, methods, and major findings; however, it requires improvement in the following areas:
· The language needs grammatical refinement.
· The objectives should be stated more clearly.
· The statistical tools used (chi-square and paired t-test) should be briefly mentioned.
· The conclusion should highlight the policy implications more explicitly.
· Some sentences are structurally unclear and require revision for academic tone.
Overall, the abstract is informative but requires revision for clarity, coherence, and academic precision.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is methodologically sound in general, as it:
· Uses both primary and secondary data.
· Applies appropriate statistical tools (Chi-square test and Paired sample t-test).
· Clearly states hypothesis and significance level.
However, the following improvements are required:
1. Hypothesis framing should be more precise (define “happenings of COVID-19” more clearly).
2. Some statistical interpretations need clearer explanation.
3. Certain tables contain formatting inconsistencies and minor numerical presentation issues.
4. Discussion section needs stronger linkage with previous empirical literature.
5. Language errors reduce scientific clarity and must be corrected.
The manuscript is scientifically acceptable but requires major revision before publication.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The manuscript includes relevant references, particularly from 2020–2022, which is appropriate for a COVID-19 related study.
However:
· A few references lack complete formatting.
· Some citations are repeated in similar contexts.
· Inclusion of 1–2 more recent (2022–2023) peer-reviewed journal articles on agricultural resilience during COVID-19 would strengthen the review.
Overall, references are adequate but can be slightly updated and formatted properly.
	

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

	No. The manuscript requires substantial language editing.
Issues observed:
· Grammatical errors
· Inconsistent tense usage
· Typographical errors
· Repetition of phrases
· Some unclear sentence constructions
Professional language editing is strongly recommended before publication.

	

	Optional/General comments

	· Tables should be reformatted for clarity and consistency.
· Some percentage calculations appear inconsistent in formatting.
· Discussion could better integrate findings with policy relevance.
· Figures require clearer labelling and academic formatting.
· Conclusion section should avoid repetition of results and focus more on implications.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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