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PART 1: Review Comments

Compulsory REVISION comments Reviewer’'s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that

part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences regarding this
manuscript to justify your answer)

Yes, such manuscripts contribute to generate scientific ideas and concepts. Beside this, it is
necessary to carry out such kinds of researches because those motivate people/ community/
society and country to identify new techniques/ technologies based on truth and facts which
leads the individuals, society and nation towards progressive direction. Therefore, | consider
this study as a base of the scientific society.

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

The selection of topic is definitely attractive in appropriate subject matter but it is too long.
If you feel easy it is better to write in active voice. The alternative topic may be:
"Perception of Agricultural Input Dealers and Their Challenges for Selling Kitchen Garden
Pouch in Anand District of Gujarat
Or
"Perception of Agricultural Input Dealers and Their Challenges for Selling Kitchen Garden
Pouch
(A Case study of Anand District in Gujarat)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

To some extent, though some important components are missing which | have indicated in
the text. In my opinion, if the researcher includes those parts, then this abstract seems to be
somewhat appropriate.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Respected sir/ madam,

However, i am not familiar with the authentic format which you have adopted for writing articles
and research papers but the arrangement of subsections and structure of this manuscript
seems appropriate and orderly also which has reflected this article as a research article.

Do you think the manuscript is scientifically
correct?

(Please write few sentences regarding this
manuscript to justify your answer)

This article can be accepted as a scientific study because the researcher has followed the rules

and procedures of the social science research as far as possible. Here, | have mentioned some

examples from the text of the manuscript to clarify this statement:

a. The researcher has used the mathematical of Henry Garrett's ranking method to draw
meaningful insights from the collected data.

10D (Rij—0.5)
Nj

Percentage position =
b. Similarly, he has adopted mean score for the purpose of ranking of factor influencing for
purchase of the Product.
c. In addition, qualitative analysis of the study also seems to be reliable and consistent.
d. Along with this, the researcher has carried out his study in comparative and descriptive style based
on percentage etc.
e. Moreover, the maximum effort of the researcher seems to use academic language rather than

ordinary colloquial language.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
have suggestion of additional references, please
mention in the review form.

The author has reviewed many previous and recent literature while preparing this article.
However, it cannot be considered sufficient to identify research gap. His maximum emphasis
seems to be on reviewing Indian publication but there have been enough studies in other
countries of Asia, Europe, and North America in similar topic. If the practice of those areas had
been reviewed and research gap identified this article would be more readable and exploratory.
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Minor REVISION comments
Respected sir, | am not a student of English language, but | am certainly an engaged researcher using
Is language/English quality of the article suitable English language in social studies sector. Based on this experience, | can say that the language used
for scholarly communications? in this manuscript is academic and comprehensible.

Optional/General comments

| have not any comment about this manuscript except above mentioned comments.

PART 2:

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

Reviewer Details:

Name: Shyam Prasad Wagle

Department, University & Country Tribhuvan University, Nepal
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