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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The theme approached in this article falls into the topic of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology. 
The organization of the article is scientific standpoint correct.  
The sections of the article are judicious used for the presentation, definition and clarification of the analyzed issues. There is a logic 
thread of the presentation. 
The used language is scientifically correct and it can be relatively easily read and understood. The style and expression clear and 
coherent, no grammatical or expression mistakes.  
The References section of the article contains only 11 bibliographical sources. The citation of the bibliographical sources  is made 
according to the requirements. But the most recent source dates from 2010, so it is 12 years old. Only 4 sources are published after 
the year 2000. So the age of the bibliographic sources is very high. It is noted that not all the works indicated in the References 
section are cited in the contents of the paper. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It is necessary to number the chapters of the paper. 
An appropriate space must be left between any two chapters. 
In the Introduction chapter that deals with the current state of the studied issue, not all bibliographic sources are mentioned. 
An inconsistency (non-uniformity) is found in the indentation of the text. 
The three formulas used must be numbered and written centered on the page. 
The term "where" from the explanation of the terms used in the formulas must be written with a lowercase letter. 
On page 6 instead of “r = correlation in coefficient” it must be written “r = correlation coefficient” (without the preposition “in”). 
The title of Table 3 must end without the punctuation mark “.”. 
On page 8 it is necessary to reformulate the sentence: “Table 4 it is clear that …”. 
The values of probability level at Table 5 must be expressed in percentages. 
On page 10 in the sentence “Table 7. Focuses that…” it must be written “Table 7 focuses that…” 
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