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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. 
 

The article deals with a detailed examination of the various constraints faced by the farmers producing 
onions. It provides actionable suggestions to overcome the challenges, such as training programs and 
improved access to resources. The application of the Garrett ranking technique enhances its 
credibility.  
 

Noted  

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

 

Constraints faced by the farmers in the production and marketing of onions in the western undulating 
zone of Odisha 
 

Done revision  

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. 

 

Abstract seems to be comprehensive. Keywords can be rearranged.  ok 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes, the structure and sub sections are appropriate to the title and objective of the manuscript. The 
author can mention ‘objectives of the study’ as a separate subsection.  

 

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. 

The paper seems technically sound. The selection of tools to analyse the objective is appropriate. 
Source of table should be mentioned below the table. The conclusion and recommendation part can be 
rearranged to make it simple. Conclusion should be the last part of the article.  
 

Revision made 

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

References are adequate, but it lags APA format.  
 

ok 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Yes. It is recommended to follow report writing format somewhere.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 


