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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comments (if agreed with reviewer, corrects the 
manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

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) 
 

 
 

1) The manuscript is somehow important for scientific community. However, the technical 
contents presented in the manuscript are not properly addressed by the author(s). 
 
 

2) Yes. Title of the article is suitable. 
 
 

3) Yes. The abstract of the article is comprehensive. 
 

 
4) I suggest the author(s) to put some efforts to restructure of the manuscript with 

appropriate sections viz., Introduction, Literature Review, Materials and Methods with 
appropriate subsection, Results and Discussion, Conclusion, References. 

 
5) The scientific correctness in the manuscript is not found to be in order. The same 

may be critically viewed by the author(s).  
6) Add the results of Gross Production and Net Return of difference scenarios 

adopted in the study, in Tabular Form. Discuss the results accordingly. 
 
7) References are recent and also sufficient. But, I suggested the author (s) to add the 

outcomes of the research studies conducted by various researchers in their research 
papers that are referred in this manuscript. 

 
The author(s) made an attempt to write the research paper based on some case 
study. But, I found some repetitive statements/ information of the results presented 
in Tables 1-2. So, the section on ‘Results and Discussion’ needs to be revised. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
1) The author(s) are suggested to check the grammar and spelling mistake with the 

standard editing software to improve the language/ English quality of the article so that it 
will be suitable for scholar communications. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1) The terms viz., F Tab (5%), DAS, Sem, CD, etc are to be abbreviated. 
2) Prepare the manuscript as per IJPSS guidelines and place the references as per APA 

format. 
3) The cited paper of Kar et al. (2006) is not added in reference list. Review the same and 

make the correction accordingly. 
4) Overall, the manuscript may be considered for publication after the revision.  
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PART  2:  
 

 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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