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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 
 

 Introduction about the situation of the study area should be added which include the research problem 
and statement. 

 Objective of the study in research methodology is to be aligned with the topic of the research paper. 
 Research findings discussion should be included with similar findings in related field. 
 The Data displayed in table 3 and 4 about Cost and returns on different size group of Modern and 

Traditional Milk Producers should be depicted in Rupees/ Price and not based on the number of 
respondents. In Table 4, Cost Benefit ratio should be calculated to know the comparative return from 
the two enterprises. The Gross cost and other variables are questionable as they show very low 
prices on each one of them.  

 Conclusion should be purely based on your own research findings and according to the objective of your 
research study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 Font  Theme and Font size should be unique 
 SL No is missing in the table 
 Bold the names of the author highlighted from the review of literatures 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Overall the research paper is good. 
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