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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. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
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Somewhat. So, i suggest to modify like ' Issues Faced by Millet Farmers and Millets' 
Processing Units in Madurai District' 
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1. Problems are not described anywhere in the study. 
2. Objectives of the study is not clearly mentioned. 
3. Sampling technique is not given which is very essential to collect data from 120 

respondents. 
4. "all government supported and NGO operated millet processing units were selected for the 

study" it is not a reflection of good research work. Author has to mentioned accurate 
number. 

5. Sources of the table is missing. 
6. Entire study has very limited contents. 
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