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1. Yes, the manuscript is important because it would help determine public policy for
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? the major crop in India and most Asian countries.

(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? expanded and define the abbreviated terms,

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 4. The exposed subsections are correct, however a section on background and

theoretical framework is missing for the document to be more explicit
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5. Yes, as long as the suggested corrections are made

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form. 6. The references are few, most of those presented are recent, however it is suggested

to look for more references.
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