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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 
 

Title- What is the difference between ‘farmer’ and ‘grower’. In title its written as farmer and in objective and text as 
grower.  
Abstract- Usually abstract is in paragraph form. No need to write aim, obj, method, result, conclusion separately.  
Keywords- percent, suggestion what are these. Either remove or write the exactly/properly. Recheck all the 
keywords. 
Introduction- ‘but still many cotton growers committed suicides’ what is the source cite the source. 
(Shwetha et al. (2022)) should be before the last line of introduction. 
Method-  Reframe the first line according to your title of the article. Two blocks are mentioned in material and method 
but in abstract only one block.  
Methodology should be very clear.  
Why ranking scale is used justify. 
‘highest area under cotton crop’ cite the source. 
Table 1 If it is secondary data cite the source properly. 
Result and Discussion-  Third line it should be table 2 not table 1. 
References- Recheck according to Journal’s instruction . 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Introduction- COCP year is missing. 
Method- first sentence ‘carried on’ should be ‘carried out’. 
Result and discussion- Recheck the grammar and paragraph. If required write in two or three paragraphs citing the 
source accordingly rather giving all the sources at the end. 
Table 3 – Sl.no 5. Spelling of cost. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Result and discussion- 
No need to give same data again and again i.e. Table 2 and figure 1 and Table 3 and figure 2.  
Overall Proof reading required, cite more sources and put appropriately wherever necessary. 
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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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