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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 
 

 
This manuscript provides a comprehensive analysis of India's poultry production and export 
potential, a subject of significant relevance given India's position as a major poultry producer 
globally. 
 
The title "Production and Export Potential of India’s Poultry Products: Structural and Composition 
Analysis" is somewhat suitable but could be more precise. A suggested alternative title is: 
"Growth Dynamics and Export Potential of India’s Poultry Sector: A Comprehensive Analysis" 
 
The abstract provides a broad overview of the study's objectives, methods, and key findings. 
However, it lacks clarity and some grammatical coherence 
 
 
The manuscript is well-structured with appropriate subsections for introduction, methodology, 
results, and discussion. However, the following improvements are suggested: 
1. Introduction: Needs better flow and coherence, with a clearer statement of objectives. 
2. Methodology: Should include a detailed explanation of the data sources and statistical methods 
used. 
3. Results and Discussion: Should be merged for better integration of findings with the analysis. 
 
The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, employing appropriate statistical techniques 
such as CAGR, instability indices, and Markov chain models. However, some data interpretations 
and statistical notations need clarity and precision. Verification of the data sources and 
methodologies used is essential for ensuring accuracy 
 
The references are relevant but not exhaustive. Including more recent studies and publications 
could enhance the manuscript's credibility 
 
 
 
Clarification of Objectives: The objectives should be stated more clearly in the introduction to 
guide readers through the study's aims. 
Detailed Methodology: Providing more details on the statistical methods and their justification 
would strengthen the methodological rigor. 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
The language quality of the article needs improvement for better readability and scholarly 
communication. There are several grammatical errors and awkward phrasings that should be 
corrected to enhance clarity and professionalism. 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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