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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. Is thetitle 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)

The manuscript is important for scientific community.
It could have been more informative if some comparison between physical resources and e-
resources was done then emphasis laid on e-resources.

The title can be rephrased to read, “ELECTRONIC RESOURCES IN AGRICULTURAL
UNIVERSITIES, A CASE STUDY OF RAJASTHAN, INDIA”

The abstract is fairly ok however it can be enhanced to capture most aspects of the entire
paper.

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate; the author could consider
replacing the section titled “necessity of the study” with a more scholarly section title.

The manuscript is scientifically correct.
The references are fairly recent.

The manuscript gives unnecessary details about universities like names of top university
officers who are subject to change from time to time. The author should just focus on e-
resources and perhaps mention something about their adequacy and utilization. The format
of reporting per institution should also be consistent.

There is need to have some recommendations based on findings of the study.

Minor REVISION comments

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

The language of the article is suitable for scholarly communications
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