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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. 
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1. Imperfections in the description of methodology. 
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1. What is the sampling technique adopted to select 15 formers from each Village. 
2. Given data is not seems to be primary data. It is visible as secondary data that have 

been scrutinized with economic terms like production, cost, return etc .. 
3. Then, what the author has collected as primary data? 
4. What is the purpose that author has approached the 120 farmers? 
5. If the study based on primary data, the original data should be given as classified in 

terms of study areas to know the data variability. 
6. What are research problems? 
7. What are the suggestions raised by author? 
8. Conclusion seems like findings of the study. It needs to rewrite as well structure. 
9. Table .1 should be redraw which shows unclear report. It seems like that two tables 

are merged look s.no.1-17 and 18-23. 
10. How did he author given aggregate report after collecting each 15 formers?. Is there 

any methodology adopted? 
11. Source of table is missing. 
12. The details given in Analytical tools are not a statistical tools. It is the way of 

calculator. Author has to rename the title. 
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