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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 
 

 The author(s) need to justify the study based on knowledge/research gaps. In other words, there is the need to 
formulate a strong problem statement for the paper. It is not clear the gaps in the literature the paper seeks to 
address. This has to feature strongly in the introduction. 

 The author(s) need(s) to improve the AYEP formula using yield per ha at the national level as the reference instead 
of the state level. Doing so would make the findings more representative. 

 Since the study has already been conducted, the author(s) need(s) to report the findings in the past tense instead of 
the present tense.  

 The author(s) need(s) to clearly state the conclusion of the study. What have been stated by the author(s) are rather 
recommendations. The conclusion should emerge from the problem statement (knowledge/research gaps), and 
should help extend the literature. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 

 Reconcile between the different sampling techniques mentioned. In the abstract, a multi-stage purposive cum random 
sampling was mentioned, but in the body, a multi-stage random sampling was indicated. 

 As commented, some of the sentences have to be rephrased to enhance clarity. 

 Additional formatting of words may be needed. Some of the words have mistakenly come together. I have made several 
corrections but the author(s) should search further and correct all such anomalies. 
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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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