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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 
the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

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. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
The manuscript addresses a significant topic in agricultural economics and sociology, particularly 
focusing on women's participation in agri-value chains. This is a pertinent area of research with 
practical implications. 
 
The title accurately reflects the content of the paper and is appropriate for the subject matter. 
 
 
The abstract gives a clear overview of the study, its methods, findings, and implications. 
 
The structure, including subsections, is logical and facilitates understanding of the study. 
 
The methodology and data analysis appear to be scientifically sound. 
 
The manuscript includes relevant and recent references, providing a good context for the study. 
 
 
 
 

 
In reviewing the manuscript, I have identified some areas for improvement: 

1. Data Analysis: While the data analysis is generally sound, a more detailed explanation of 
the statistical methods used could enhance the manuscript's scientific rigour. 

2. Discussion of Results: The discussion section could benefit from a deeper analysis, 
connecting the findings more explicitly to broader trends in the literature. 

3. Methodology Details: More specifics about the sampling methods and participants would 
strengthen the validity of the research. 

4. Case Studies or Examples: Incorporating specific case studies or examples might provide 
clearer illustrations of the concepts and findings. 

5. Graphics and Tables: Enhancing the quality and clarity of graphics and tables would 
improve the presentation of data. 

6. Literature Review: Expanding the literature review to include a wider range of sources 
could position the study more firmly within the existing body of research. 

7. Practical Implications: Elaborating on the practical implications of the findings would 
make the paper more valuable to practitioners in the field. 

8. Conclusion: The conclusion could be more impactful by succinctly summarizing the key 
findings and suggesting areas for future research. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
The language and presentation are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but minor 
language editing might be needed for clarity. 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 



 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

PART  2:  
 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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