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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 tried to add new knowledge in the field of agriculture. The research is Research gap identified clearly. Few more literature cited in the texts. Table 3

important for the improvement of future sustainable agriculture. But, the author did was clearly described. Main objective oriented write-up was improved.

not clearly identify the research gap. There are lot of literature which could be cited. | | Socioeconomic characteristics are important findings and thus kept, however,
think author should add more literature. Table 3 was not clearly discussed. Authors | write-up improved. All the changes made in the texts are highlighted with
unnecessarily added so much information about socioeconomic characteristics. yellow colour.

They should focus more on the main objective.

Minor REVISION comments
Check the comments of the manuscript.

Optional/General comments
Accepted after incorporating the comments given in the manuscript.
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