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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 
 

 
1. In the abstract, author has mentioned two groups of farmers such as, Improved groundnut farmers 

and local varieties groundnut farmers. But such classification is not clearly stated in the part of 
methodology. And such classification seems like that this study should be done comparative base 
but this study is not so far. Hence, author has to check it and rectify such a conflict. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Completion and continuation of sentence is mismaching (eg. 4th line of Second paragraph under 

introduction). Author has to check it throughout the study and rectify the issues. 
2. Number of particular reference is cited aften in the sentence. I suggest to give at one at the end of 

paragraph if entire lines based on the cited reference. (Eg. 1st paragraph under introduction, check 
the issue throughout the study and make it clear). 

3. Suggestion must be based on each findings of the data analysis. So, I suggest author may 
strengthen the paper with some more effective suggestions.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. Author has taken a congratulatory work which is so essential to the study area. 
2. Analytical part is to be appreciated. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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