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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 total number of paddy producers in the research area can be given. 
 
Some abbreviations (such as FYM) should be given. 
 
When analyzing the results of the research, it can be emphasized why big producers are 
more efficient than small producers. 
 
 

 
total number of paddy producers in the research area (n=90 farmers) 
 
Abbreviations written in separate page, even though as per you suggestion, I 
added in interpretation chapter also 
Big producers are more efficient than small producers because they fallow the 
production as per near to Recommended Dosage Inputs 

Minor REVISION comments 
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 It is understood that the article is a qualified work. 
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