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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.

This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it offers new insights that contribute to the
ongoing discourse in its field. Hence, the author should include the implications and future research
directions in the manuscript.

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

The proposed title of manuscript is as below”

“Assessing the Financial Effects of Insurance on Farmers: A Case Study in Andhra Pradesh, 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.

The author should develop a problem statement that clearly identifies the gap in existing research or
challenges faced within the context of the study. This section should articulate why the topic is
significant, highlighting the specific issues or questions that the research aims to address. It should
also establish a logical connection between these identified problems and the proposed objectives of
the study. By doing so, the problem statement will provide a solid foundation for the research, making it
clear how the objectives are designed to resolve or explore the outlined challenges, thereby justifying
the importance of the study.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

The recommended content flow of the manuscript is as below:
Introduction

Literature review

Methodology

Findings

Discussion

Conclusions

References

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.

No, it is. The author need to enrich the content of literature review, methodology, findings.

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

Not sufficient. Author should increase the number of references via enriching the literature reviewing
part.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Author should send the paper for proof reading.

Optional/General comments

Referring all the comments above.

Created by: DR Checked by: PM

Approved by: MBM Version: 3 (07-07-2024)




Review Form 3

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)

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

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
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