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The manuscript is relevant to the scientific community

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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suggestions here.

No. A brief statement of the study problem and study objectives are lacking in the abstract.
Conclusion is also missing in the abstract

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

No. The study does not have literature review section and Methodology used to carry out the
comparative analysis.

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.

The manuscript in not scientifically robust as it lacks theoretical and empirical underpinnings
that would guide the study. the author is also not clear as to why he/she wants to carry out a
comparative analysis of Environmental and Social Practices in the Sugar Industries of Brazil
and Southern Maharashtra and what is to be achieved from such analysis.

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you
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Yes, the references are sufficient
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