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PART 1: Review Comments

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)

Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Abstracts and conclusion

2. Table1l

Abstracts and conclusion should contain all the problems faced by vegetable farmers and group
them into 5 categories consisting of very light (lack of banks and other authorized loaning
agencies, complicated procedures for obtaining loans, high rate of interest on loans, non-
availability of FYM, non-availability of skilled labour, non-availability of cold storage facilities, high
charges on transport facility to the market, and lack of knowledge about prevailing market price),
light (empty or none), medium (non-availability of quality seeds and non-availability of quality
fertilizers), heavy (financial crises in the family), and very heavy problems (non-availability of
transport facility, non-availability of labour at the time of harvesting, lack of knowledge about
package of practices, lack of training of scientific vegetable production technology, no market
facilities in the village, non-remunerative price, and high marketing/commission agent charges).

Tabulation of frequencies, percentages, and ratings should be sorted from lowest to highest
score. The details of Table 1 are derived into Table 2. Table 2 contains a tabulation of problems
based on percentage scores which are grouped into 5 class intervals (11.9-28.8; 28.9-45.8; 45.9-
62.8, 62.9-79.8, and 79.9-96.8) and 5 class limits (11.85-28.85; 28.85-45.85; 45.85-62.85, 62.85-
79.85, and 79.85-96.85). Five class intervals or class limits describe the severity of the problem
which consists of very light, light, medium, heavy, and very heavy problems.

Minor REVISION comments
References

1. References should be arranged alphabetically.

2. The following two references, namely Kumar (2009) who researched the technological gaps in
recommended soybean cultivation practices and Srivastava et al. (1998) who studied the
constraints in adoption the recommended chilly production technology are not relevant to this
study.

Optional/General comments

Recommendation 1. The next research needs to analyze the different solutions to the problems faced by vegetable
farmers in the District Budgam of Jammu and Kashmir with different land area scales.
2. The other future studies need to analyze different solutions to problems faced by vegetable
farmers in other upland areas of Jammu and Kashmir.
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