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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Somewhat. The over all study is limited with contents, importance, analysis, data and 
interpretation. 
Title of the article missing a keyword. So. I suggest to modify it as "Impact of NFSM on 
Productivity and Economic Profit of Redgram in Adilabad district of Telangana 

Yes. Somewhat  
Yes 
 
Yes 
 
Yes 

1. Kindly modify the second line under the introduction. '' food security is a must....." 
2. Sampling distribution and sampling technique are not clear according to the 

selection of study area. Hence, author has to make it clear. 
3. Author has mentioned a number of statistical analytical tools but ther couldn't find 

an expected analytical findings.  
4. Interpretation given only for table 1.  But not for table. 2 a critical interpretation need 

for it. Check it.. 
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