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Compulsory REVISION comments
1. This manuscript is play an important role to all the agriculture stockholder like

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? farmer, policy maker, state agriculture department, SAU's, Research centre.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 2. Thettitle of manuscriptis well suited. But maybe at place of regarding also use
towards is more appropriate.
2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable? 3. Kindly tab to first word of abstract and in Keywords kindly do first fist later
(If not please suggest an alternative title) capital.
4. Introduction- kindly write (Anonymous 2018) and no need to this content. In our
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? country, the set-up of our agricultural system is mainly divided in three components
i.e., research, education and extension (ICAR Handbook of Agriculture). Extension
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? plays a large role in bridging the gap between farmers and research which can be
validated with the success of green revolution programmes of the late 1960s. The
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? extension service in the country has a huge network of professional extension workers
at the national, state district, sub-division, and block and village level.
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have Methodology- in eleven number rows add yes
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the Result —in table 1& 2 . Use Per cent at place of symbol (%) and use italic f for
review form. frequency
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(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 5. Manuscript is scientifically correct.
additional suggestions/comments) 6. Kindly add more references.
» In results use of Mean Percent Score —(MPS) is more scientifically than Per cent.
Minor REVISION comments Yes
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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