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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.

The corresponding statistical analysis of a special field provides new knowledge, confirms
or develops existing provisions. So, this manuscript got me the new patterns of Spices
Market. | am sure, the manuscript will be useful for scientific community interested in
marketing in general or Spices Market.

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

“Efficacy Analysis” is not the same as analysis of spot and futures prices, so it is better
to use the following title:

Analysis of NCDEX Spices Spot and Futures Trading

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.

The abstract needs to be expanded, namely, authors should complete the obtained
results, since only one result is described:

“The results revealed that Turmeric and Coriander had significant bidirectional
relationship and Jeera had significant unidirectional relationship between futures and
spot market prices”.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

Subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate

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 results presented are based on a properly conducted study. Correct terms are used.
Statistical analyses are performed correctly.

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

There are not enough references for the manuscript. Moreover, the publications dated
1969, 1990, 1993 can be used if there are no the new ones related with the statistical
analysis. Also authors should compare their results with the existing ones. So the
references needs to be expanded.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes

Optional/General comments

Overall, the work is interesting, and the manuscript reveals new results of research into the
spice market.
In addition to the above comments, there are ones more:
1) itis better to present the corresponding graphs at the beginning of the manuscript
for a better idea and results understanding.

2) CONCLUSION needs to be expanded and provide the specific results, rather than
saying in general that a study has been conducted.
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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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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