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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Unfortunately, the document cannot be published in this way. Although the 
methodology used has been explained, I need to know more information, a real 
methodological note should be generated. Furthermore, paragraph 3 should be 
adapted and implemented with paragraph 3.1. Well the tables, but I would need to 
read the questionnaire used and understand if these results can be generalized or 
not. Furthermore, the conclusions thus posed seem to me coarse and not very 
"scientific", it would be necessary to improve their style and form, adding a 
paragraph of "Discussions", where it is highlighted why it is a topic of interest in 
India, because it was chosen to present it in this way in the newspaper, why those 
peasants were selected and how one might think of bringing this analysis to 
interested parties. In this way there will be the possibility to insert, within the 
conclusions, all that is necessary to give scientificity to the topic and make it 
become of interest. 
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