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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. In the title author can write-A study on marketing channels and its efficiency instead of It’s as It’s 

represents It is. Same type of modification is required in 1st objective . 
 

2. In methodology, method of calculation of price spread, marketing efficiency etc. needs to be included 
as these calculations are done by the author in the article. 
 

3. No information of marketing of pomegranate by the FPO was available in the article so author can 
remove the word FPO from the 2nd objective. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. While putting the references in description it is important to put year along with the name. 
2. In Table no 8 Price paid by the consumers included but quantity term was not included. 
3. Arrange references aphetically and put the year of published after the name of the author. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Good paper after necessary  
modification. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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