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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 
 

Topic: Place where the study was carried out should be included in the topic. 
 
Abstract: ‘....study has been taken up with the objective to find out the perceived sustainability of 

contract goat farming…’-how do you find out? Not clear. 

-The study could have been better if it was carried out in two different regions for comparison 

purposes. 

 
Main Text: Some of the parts of the paper indicating a need to correct the language to 
improve the document. ‘....Odisha which is a rainfed area where….’ (line 45); ‘Contract farming 

in livestock especially goat has been evolved in the area for quite..’(line 48); ‘randomly selected 

among top 5 districts in goat population from..’ (Line 48). These identified sections requiring 

improvement, are among the many such parts in the document. They require being addressed before 

the paper is published.  

 
Conclusion: Good, but flow of ideas require improvement 
 
General comment: Publish after the recommended changes have been effected 

Topic: The name of the place where the study was carried out is included 

 

Abstract: Necessary corrections have been done. 

 

 

 

Main Text: Necessary corrections have been done. 

Minor REVISION comments 
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