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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 
 

 Title: The title is informative 

 Abstract: The abstract is adequately addressed  

 Introduction: The introduction is concise, and clear 

 Materials and Methods: The methods section is currently addressed. 

 Results: The results are clearly presented.  

 Discussion: The discussion is well written and adequately addressed. 

 The manuscript is well written. The purpose, methods and results are clearly presented.  

 Conclusions: The conclusion is very conclusive, since based on a small sample size. 

  (Appropriate and adequate references to related works covered sufficiently in the list).  
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 Tables: The titles of the tables should be more informative. They are vital and quite well. 
 Tables are significant and well-presented. 
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 This is well and acceptable, and it contributes to the Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology in a 

valuable way. 
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