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Compulsory REVISION comments

Reviewer's comment

Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write
his/her feedback here)

Please write few sentences regarding the
importance this manuscript for scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

I don’t like this manuscript because where the abstract and keywords suggest that the above
article is on the Agricultural Research and Extension Service of India, the case studies discuss
the subject in countries other than India, which | find irrelevant. For this reason, if a
comparative discussion had been made here, the matter would have been confirmed. The

article does not show a literature review where many bibliographies are provided unnecessarily.

Most of the tables used in the article are not author's own, Copied from various places and not
properly cited as source.

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

Yes.

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
you suggest addition (or deletion) of some points
in this section? Please write your suggestions
here.

It is comprehensive but need to modify.

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?

No, need to modify.

Please write few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
may be required for this part.

There are a lot of irrelevant bibliography. In the methodology quantitative and qualitative two
types of methods are unclear and not discussed in detail. Most of the tables used in the article
are not author's own, Copied from various places and not properly cited as source.

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

There are a lot of irrelevant references.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes.

Optional/General comments

Use the proper sources of Tables/Figures.
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