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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? 
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Yes, the manuscript is important for scientific community. The reviews from this article 
clearly explain the problems associated with farming in India and how the farmers can 
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sector will increase employment generation, per capita income, output growth and reduce 
poverty and losses amongst farming 
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