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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) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

I did not like this manuscript. Although topic is of great importance, the way it has been 
covered is not appropriate. It should be written properly. More data should be given in the 
manuscript. Some diagrams should also be added to the manuscript for better understanding of 
readers. 

 

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

 

No. worldwide sugar business (as given in the abstract) doesn’t include only two countries.  
 

A Comparative Analysis of Environmental and Social Practices in the Sugar Industries of Brazil 

and Southern Maharashtra, India 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

NO.  abstract is poorly written, summary or highlight of all the sections in the manuscript 
should be given in the manuscript.  

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

no  

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. 

It is not clear, why these two areas have been selected for comparison. Effluent treatment plant 
fig has been given but no difference in both these areas in these plants have been covered. 
Only one comparative table has been given in the manuscript between these countries.  

 

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

More references should be included in the manuscript. Literature review should be more 
comprehensive and more recent references should be added in the manuscript. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

No. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Manuscript can be revised in the major way and can be resubmitted. All the given comments above 
can be taken into the consideration before revision. 

 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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