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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Suitable

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

2. Effectiveness of Rythu Bharosa Kendras (RBKS) services as perceived

2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? by farmers in East Godavari district of Andhra Pradesh. In may be
(If not please suggest an alternative title) replaced with of
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 3. Yes
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 4. Yes
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 5. Yes, however there was lots of scope in improving the expression of the
findings
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestion of additional references, please mention in the 6. More supporting studies may be added. Reference needs to be
review form. mentioned properly in the text and arranged accordingly.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to
provide additional suggestions/comments)

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 1. Grammatical errors should be corrected. Correct punctuation should be used
communications? to express the right meaning of the sentences.
Optional/General comments Scientifically correct, but needs improvement in language
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