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	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.

	In its current form, this manuscript holds no significant value to the scientific community for the following reasons;
- Grammatically, this manuscript is poorly presented with lots of spelling, punctuation and other errors. I’ll hence advise that the author(s) do a proper job of  editing the manuscript for grammatical errors.
- The author(s) do not seem to be too careful in presenting this manuscript to the reading public. The methodology is unclear. We’re not told for instance what determined or informed the categorization of the different farm lands as small, medium and large farm sizes, among others.
- Inconsistencies in the presentation of the variables. For instance, ‘unavailability of refrigerated vans’ first appeared in the Abstract and later it is presented as ‘unavailability  of refrigerated van on time’ appeared in the work, seemingly referring to the same variable. 
	

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

	No.
A more appropriate title could be ‘Solving the puzzle around grape farming in the Marathwada Region of Maharashtra; the perspective of the grape farmers.
	

	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.

	No.
An abstract should be able to;
- Present the key questions or problem your research seeks to solve. 
- Tell the reading public the existing state of affairs in relation to the research topic. In other words, say what is already known or what previous research work exist on the topic. 
- The method of analysis.  
- Purpose for research on the topic.
- Key words etc.
All of these are either not present in the abstract, or are vague.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No.
-In scientific papers, we make assumptions and draw conclusions.
-Neither scientific assumptions, nor conclusions are found in this manuscript.  
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are very scanty and I didn’t see any in-text citations in the entire work, which is very strange to me. Nine references are made in the reference section and the most recent is a thesis by Bembalkar, 2001. Economics of production marketing and export of pomegranate from Sholapur district of Maharashtra Ph. D. (Agri.) thesis submitted to the M.P.K.V. Rahuri, Maharashtra.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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	I didn’t check for plagiarism.
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Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
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