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importance this manuscript for scientific 
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manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be 
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The title of the article corresponds to the content.  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
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A link in the abstract is not desirable. In the abstract, briefly indicate the purpose of the work, 
methods, results and conclusions. 
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appropriate? 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

Yes. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Conduct a survey of farmers who took part in the activities in order to find out the usefulness 
and informativeness of your activities and the likelihood or willingness of them to switch to 
organic farming. 
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