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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 topic of the manuscript is very significant in the current scenario, considering the fact that organic farming is increasingly being viewed as a solution for the various maladies resulting from the incessant use of chemical fertilizers and pesticides in agriculture. Also, due to growing consumer consiousness, the organic sector is predicted to make rapid strides in the upcoming years. However, the manuscript has a lot of scope for improvement. It needs to be more comprehensive so far as inclusion of parameters is concerned. ‘Review of Literature’ needs to be more in-depth and extensive. Research Methodology section needs correction. The overall presentation of the paper, including its language, needs improvement. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	A more suitable title would be “Attitude and Perception of Consumers towards Organic Turmeric and Constraints faced by them in its Purchase: A Study in Punjab”
	

	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.


	· Results of the study have not been presented properly. 
· Sentence formation is not appropriate. 
· Key suggestion(s) may be added.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	· Introduction and Review of Literature section has been written poorly. There should be a demarcation between the themes in each paragraph.
· There need not be a separate section for data collection. It should be presented as a part of Research Methodology.

· Every section should start with an/some introductory line(s).
· Description of the tables should be either below or above the tables. Not both as for Table 3. Also, parameters for Consumer Perception could be presented in a separated table and not together with the parameters of Consumer Attitude. 

· There should be a section for Suggestion(s)/ Recommendation(s) based on the study findings.


	

	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 population of the study and its sample units have not been mentioned. From what population has a sample of 160 consumers been collected? Who are the consumers here?
· How has a sample size of 160 been determined? Justify.
· How many districts are there in the state? Why has the researcher considered only two districts? How have the districts been selected?
· How many blocks are there in the state? Why has the researcher considered only two blocks? How have the blocks been selected?
· Under the section Data collection, the line “The population of the study consist of 160 consumers” is wrong, as 160 is the sample, not population. Also, the researcher has written “The questionnaire was prepared based on the previous literature reviews and current updated facts related to the consumers’ attitude towards organic turmeric”. Is only consumer attitude considered and not perception and constraints?
· In Table 1, the researcher has shown how previous studies have constributed to the parameters used in his/her study. It would be better if parameters related to different objectives are presented in a segregated manner, so that one can know which parameter relates to which objective. 
	

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

-
	As already suggested above, the Review of Literature needs to more in-depth and extensive. Accordingly, more references may be added. 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	No. The language/use of English is not appropriate. The researcher can go for tools like Grammarly or seek proper guidance to make it more suitable for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· Why has the author not offered discussion and interpretation for the demographic parameters like education, occupation and monthly income? This shows inconsistency in presentation of data. 
· How is the demographic profile significant for the study? Please state.

· The use of the term ‘majority of respondents’ while discussing the results for consumer attitude is inappropriate, as the results are not in percentage. 
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	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)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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