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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

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

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

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

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

1. The manuscript is important for further study to clarify, among others, the reasons in
transfer technology the extension workers using WA and they do not used kiosk. The
study will be stronger when supplementing quantitative data with qualitative one. The

2. The title is suitable, but it is too long and should be shortened to less than 15 words.

3. The abstract is comprehensive, but should be shortened to less than 200 words; the

objective of the study should be clarified in abstract.

4. The manuscript must present conclusion subsection.

5. Clarify members of WA Group, whether they are research workers and farmers,
or only extension workers. In addition, improvement of manuscript based on comments

no.1-4isrequired to be a good scientific article.

6. Intensive review of scientific articles published in scientific journals is needed

for references to be sufficient.
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
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