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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 
 

The paper is a good contribution to a different research context in Tamil Nadu Agricultural University 
with a very good abstract. The empirical setting is very interesting because there are not so many 
publications of this application in this country, and it has a lot of interesting information.  In addition, 
please, find some comments to be addressed in this paper.  
The text should avoid using concepts on the chapter “materials and methods” and focus on the 
description of the materials and methods of the study.  
The objective of the study should also be in the end of the introduction.  
The materials and methods are not developed with rigor: what is the universe? How was the sample 
calculated? What was the criteria for the selection of the sample? 
It needs to have an in-depth chapter of findings with a suggestion to make it in one chapter with the 
summary part and the conclusions are not in the text. The authors should put their conclusions based 
on the literature and the findings of the study. 
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