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his/her feedback here)

Please write a few sentences regarding the
importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

The manuscript is well written showing the problems faced by the by the coir workers and the
coir co-operative societies in the production of coir yarn in particular district of Kerala. The
suggestion provided by the researcher will be helpful to overcome the problems of workers and
cooperative societies.
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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Mention study year in abstract

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?
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Please write a few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
you think that this manuscript is scientifically
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4
sentences may be required for this part.

Manuscript is scientifically robust and will be helpful for overcoming the problems of coir
production. As the study is survey based and random sampling was used. The results of the
study will be applicable for the state.
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