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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thetitle 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)

Yes, it is important for scientific community

Yes, the title is suitable

technique and data analysis techniques.
Yes, they are.

Yes, itis.

The abstract is not comprehensive. It lacks methodologies adopted i.e Research design, sampling

e The references are not sufficient. The introduction part lacks reference because where is
the researcher get all those information, from and yet not one citation. The first reference,
Coconut Development Board, it is not correct. The researcher should employ Mendeley so
that it comes out clean. The researcher should add more references.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, itis.

Optional/General comments

Avoid very short paragraphs.
Specific Objective and not objectives because it is just one.
It should be Table 1: Table 2: Table 3: and not Table: 1

The researcher should revisit how to online citation. The last reference is not correct.
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