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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Isthe title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.
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suggestions/comments)

1. The results of the scientific article - CORRELATES OF PROFILE AND EXTENT OF ADOPTION
OF CLUSTER FRONTLINE DEMONSTRATIONS (CFLDS) BENEFICIARY AND NON-
BENEFICIARY FARMERS IN GROUNDNUT CONDUCTED BY KRISHI VIGYAN KENDRAS IN
CHITTOOR DISTRICT OF ANDHRA PRADESH - will be particularly interesting for persons
employed in the agricultural sector and relevant for researchers in the field.

2. The title of the article is consistent with its content. It is preferable to shorten the title.

3. In the abstract of the article, based on the research results, it is desirable to present a short
conclusion.

4. The structure of the scientific paper meets the existing standards.
5. The research results are reliable.

6. The literature used in the paper is relevant to the research topic but is not the latest.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

There are grammatical errors in the paper.
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