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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. Socio-economic profile status of Pulpwood tree sample farmers (n=180) need to be estimated in order to have a 
holistic approach for the agricultural development of the study area. 
2. Area, production and productivity of Major Pulpwood to be mentioned in the study area- Tamil Nadu (Latest figure) 
3.  In the methodology, Cost Concepts for cost of cultivation  and  income measures should be cited in details. 
4. Price (Rs./tonne) is Rs.3500/- is same  for Casuarina, Eucalyptus, Melia dubia. Why it is so less? 
4. Why IRR is so high in case of Casuarina (79 ) ? Pls mention. 
5. Pls mention similar findings or study of financial viability of the pulp wood trees cultivation. 
6. Pls make it specific according to your objectives and findings 
- Conclusion should be specific and what would you suggest for policy implications for the state of Tamil Nadu 
7. Pls mention the references inside the text. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

So many references are missing in the text. Pls mention it. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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