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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. There are many subjectivity in the data selection process of the model. It is suggested to use relatively 
objective models such as analytic hierarchy process. Due to the lack of comprehensive and detailed 
investigation of HYV paddy and Black aromatic paddy in Imphal East district of Manipur, the conclusion of 
the article is not convincing. 
2. The article does not put forward constructive opinions on the conclusions, which makes the article lack of 
important practical significance. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are many grammatical errors in the article, and the expression of some sentences in the article is not 
very clear. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Some errors on characters and formatting. 
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