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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	· The study has been focused on agricultural product, which contributes to the exports of the country. 
· The work has been carried out by collecting primary data, it is right for the scientific community. But the data has been collected for a period of 2012-13, which is more than a decade ago data, which is absolutely less reliable now. 

· The collection and classification of data has been done based on the farm size, allowing the researcher to summarize the findings. Whereas, there is another section of overall farm size, which is not explained clearly. 

· The tabular presentation of the responses makes the study interesting to read.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. 
	

	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.


	The purpose of the study is missing in the abstract. It begins with data collection and end with findings and suggestions.
Abstract must also discuss about the key objectives of the study.
It should represent the scientific implications of the study to various stakeholders.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically Incorrect. The various points need to be corrected as under:

· The data collected is for a period of 2-12 -13, which is more than a decade old. This may not scientifically prove the results.

· There is no theoretical framework to confirm the constraints selected for the study. Neither there is any comparative study conducted existing to validate the constraints.

· The study is carried out using purposive sampling, this sampling techniques have certain limitations, the author fails to mention the limitations of the study.

· The sample size taken is very small for one village, considering these villages are the largest producers of grapes in those thalukas.

· There is NO Literature review conducted by the author. CITATIONS are missing.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references given in the bibliography section are not being properly cited in the manuscript. 
The references collected are very limited in terms of number as well as the period of study. The period of study limited to 1991-2004.

This states that the author has referred to papers, of 20 years old.

Therefore, there must have been an extensive list of literatures available for review, which the author has failed in selecting.
	

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


	There are number of places where grammatical errors are existing in the manuscript, making it difficult for a reader to understand. The title for the constraints and suggestions can be better written. At certain places, the sentences have been poorly formed, where it becomes challenging for a reader to understand the author’s point of view.
Thus the quality of the article is NOT SUITABLE for scholarly communication.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The work carried out is relevant to the growth of agro exports such as grapes.

 If author conducts the study incorporating right statistical techniques, using theoretical framework, and carries the study fresh and keeps it up to date, then the manuscript can contribute to the academic literature and will be able to set a benchmark for quality manuscript writing in the field of agricultural economics.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Yes there are ethical issue:
· At places the author specifies, that certain districts are largest grape producers. This information is not backed with any citation, or the database. There is no source of this data mentioned in the article, making this study unethical.
· The author identifies four constraints, which are not backed by neither any literature, nor any reports. This states, that the parameters considered for questionnaire framing are taken from another existing article or work.
· There is NOT Even one paper cited for reference. The bibliography has got list of references, which are of 2 decades old. States that, the author casually picked some references to include in bibliography.
· The study is related for a period of 2012-13, this itself highlights the ethical aspects of the study questioning genuineness of the work carried out.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There are no competing interest issues in this manuscript, clearly evident. However, the author could have specified, adding certain statement in the manuscript, for the ethical aspects of the paper. The author could have mentioned limitations of the purposive sampling, reasons for interview method of analysis. Etc.
As the method used is interview method, there are chances of competing interest of author in analysing the respondents answers, and summarising it in the table form.

	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	Plagiarism is suspected, as at various places author has made direct statements about the quantity of production, most frequent constraints and suggestions, without being backed with any theoretical evidences. Hence It can be assumed that the information is collected from various sources. Plagiarism is possible under such circumstances. Thus, Plagiarism to be checked, for the bibliography as well.
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	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	5 – Serious major revisions are MUST.
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