
 

Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name: Asian Research Journal of Agriculture 
Manuscript Number: Ms_ARJA_88836 
Title of the Manuscript:  AWARENESS OF BENEFICIARIES ON THE SCHOOL–ON-AIR (SOA) PROGRAM OF THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE ON HALAL GOAT PRODUCTION IN 

MAGUINDANAO 
Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(https://www.journalarja.com/index.php/ARJA/editorial-policy ) 
 
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 
 

Many lacking of references in the introduction, every piece of information should be 
followed by your reference.  
 
The introduction doesn’t be clear about the objective of the paper, is confusing, 
and needs to better the redaction.  
 
 
Material and methods have information that should be in the introduction and not 
explain exactly what was made in the paper. How this information was obtained?   
 
 
How the score Highly Evident, Moderately Evident, Less Evident, and Least 
Evident was obtained? It was to questionaries? If yes it needs to be clear. 
  
The titles of tables need to be changed, they are unclear and confusing. 
 
 

              Some references to results are very confused.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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