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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. 
 

Tourism today becomes a lever for the development of countries; It is interesting to know the 
way in which tourism has been diversifying over the years, and in this case agrotourism is an 
emerging way to strengthen the economy of nations; Therefore, the manuscript is important 
and interesting for its novelty, addressing other forms of tourism. 

 

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

 

Title  
The title is well structured, it is short and concise adequately reflects the content of the article, clearly 
describes the contents of the articles.  

 

 

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. 

 

Summary 
 The summary projected an overview of the subject, but could be improved, should include part of the 
results obtained from the research.  
It does not present concrete results of the overall study and the main findings of the research.  
The keywords are too general, they must be more specific trying to orient the content of the summary 
itself.  
 

 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Conceptual framework  
No conceptual framework is presented, nor is a glossary of more usual terms on the subject of 
“Agriculture” and “Agrotourism” presented at least to supplement the absence of the concept 
framework, allowing to understand in a technical language the concepts and their derivations, 
 

 

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. 

Outcome of the review   
Review result   
In general, it can be published with some corrections in its methodological structure and content such 
as the one already mentioned above, for example the inclusion of a glossary is pertinent, and the part 
that must be mentioned such as the dates of application of the questionnaires, and some 
recommendations from the authors themselves in relation to agrotourism 
 

 

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

Theoretical framework  
When analyzing the construction of the theoretical framework, it is found that it is sufficient for the 
research, some authors with previous studies on the topic of agriculture in India are mentioned, and 
authors who address the topic of “Agritourism” are also mentioned. The contribution made to the topic 
with the authors mentioned on the topic of "Agritourism" is sufficient. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Of course, if the use of language is appropriate for communications of this type of research, it is 
understandable and legible. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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