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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. 
 

It is well written. Few suggestions need to be done in the manuscript.  

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

 

Title is perfect.  

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. 

 

Some numerical findings need to be incorporated in the abstract.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes   

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. 

Cost economics analysis is need of the hour study as it is linked with the livelihood security of 
farmers. Again tomato is one of the important vegetable crop of India. 

 

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

Only reference of Firake (2016) is given in ‘results and discussion’ section. Atleast two to three 
references need to written in each sub-section of it. 
In section, 3.1.1Cost of Cultivation and 3.1.3Net Income, the author should put atleast two references 
as these comes under discussion section. 
Keep the reference for ‘Depreciation’ calculation. 

 
1, 3 and 4 number references are missing in the text. Add those references.  
Write all references in one format. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Can publish after the corrections. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

In all over the document, times new roman 12 font size need to used. 
Viz., etc. must be in italics.  
In second sentence of ‘2.1Experiment under Polyhouse and Open Field’ section, two full stops were 
given.  
In section, 3.1.1Cost of Cultivation and 3.1.3Net Income, the author should put atleast two references 
as these comes under discussion section. 
In first sentence of section 3.1.1Cost of Cultivation, verb is missing. 
Only reference of Firake (2016) is given in ‘results and discussion’ section. Atleast two to three 
references need to written in each sub-section of it.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

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