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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 
 
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. It is important, especially as information for okra farmers and traders, to increase 
knowledge about okra distribution channels. 

2. In my opinion, the proper  title is "Okra distribution channel : A case Study of 
Vadodara City of Gujarat. Because the paper does not discuss how much and how 
okra production can meet the channel to meet the needs of the end consumer on 
time 

3. The abstract is comprehensive, only the conclusions need to be adjusted 
4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate 
5. Still not enough, discussion needs to be added relating to okra producers (farmers) 

so that this raw material continues to exist, in meeting marketing needs  
6. References need to be added, especially related to: 1).How is the physiological 

nature of okra so that it should be channeled immediately ,  2).How is the shelf life 
of okra during marketing so that it requires additional costs, 3).  Other researchers' 
opinions relate to this study 
 

 

 

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

communications? 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Overall, this research is good, can provide information related to okra marketing 
channels. Several things need to be improved, among others related to the title 
that needs to be adjusted, okra physiology, related to post-harvest and shelf life 
during marketing. Then, the conclusions are still not in accordance with the 
objectives, therefore it needs to be adjusted. It is also necessary to add supporting 
references, as well as opinions from other studies. 
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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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