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Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

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

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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 is very crucial for the scientific community as it compares fertilizer prices purchased
by farmers from Rythu Bharosa Kendras (RBKs) and other agencies. It also buttresses the need for
prompt availability of all the required sets of fertilizers at Rythu Bharosa Kendras since their prices
are lower and the transportation cost of fertilizers is lower, especially from the point of purchase to
agricultural fields, when compared to fertilizers from other agencies.

The title of the article is suitable, though the other agencies were not mentioned in the manuscript.

The abstract is not comprehensive enough as it fails to state the method of data analysis used for
the study, give in detail the findings of the paper, and also make recommendations based on the
findings of the article.

Yes

None of the names listed in the references were cited in the body of the paper. No reference was
cited in the paper.

The references are recent

Minor REVISION comments

1.

Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, though the researcher should thoroughly go through the manuscript and correct various
grammatical, writing, spellings, and punctuation errors.

Optional/General comments

There was no mention of the “other agencies” used against the Rythu Bharosa Kendras in this
manuscript to compare the price of fertilizers in the two districts of Andhra Pradesh.

The manuscript did not capture the method used for the data analysis, both in the abstract and
methodology.
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