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Need to have clearer writing on the current scenario on the Mustard Productivity and
Profitability in Shivpuri District of Madhya Pradesh, India as the current problem needs to
be identified clearly and the importance of Mustard Productivity and Profitability for India.
Add more current statistical data on the Mustard Productivity and Profitability in Shivpuri
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The results obtained were not clearly interpreted and discussed
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The conclusion is not very clear and also did not explain how the results could be used to
narrow the current research gap identified earlier

Poor in-text citations and APA references format

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer's comment

IAuthor’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)

Created by: DR Checked by: PM Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)



https://www.journaljeai.com/index.php/JEAI/editorial-policy

Review Form 1.7

Reviewer Details:

Name:

Department, University & Country

Chiam CC

Malaysia

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM

Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)




