
 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024)  

 
Journal Name: Journal of Experimental Agriculture International  
Manuscript Number: Ms_JEAI_123909 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Analyzing Farmers’ Information Need and Mitigation Pattern by Extension and Advisory Service (EAS) Providers in a Pluralistic System 

Type of the Article  
 
 
 

 



 

Review Form 3 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 3 (07-07-2024)  

 
PART  1: Review Comments 
 
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 a few sentences regarding the importance 
of this manuscript for the scientific community. Why do 
you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 
 

The manuscript is very interesting as it focuses on analysing the information needs of the 
farmers. This article has contemporary relevance which tried to evaluate the gap between 
farmer community and extension services offered by the state and central governments.   

 

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

 

No. The word ‘mitigation pattern’ doesn’t fit properly in title. Author/s may give the title like 
as follows: ‘Addressing Farmers’ Information Asymmetry through EAS providers: A Study of 
West Bengal, India’.    

 

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

 

 The given abstract is quite comprehensive.   

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Author/s did not the important sections like review of literature and research problem. Though 
author’s added reference, they are cited nowhere in the manuscript.  
  

 

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

  

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

Authors should review a few more important research works on the information needs of the 
farmers and pluralistic extension services.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Yes.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The chosen topic is very interesting to explore the information asymmetry of the farmers.  
 

1. Authors should add review of literature (with citations in appropriate places).  
2. The information asymmetry is properly explained with the help of literature before 

analysing extension services.  
3. Research problems need to be highlighted properly to frame the objectives of the study.  
4. Justification should be given for choosing three districts of West Bengal for the study. 
5. Sampling criterion and its representativeness should be added to the manuscript. 
6. It should properly be highlighted by the existing GAP between information needs of the 

sample farmers (demand side) and departmental services (supply-side factors) in 
pluralistic extension scenario.  

7. It would be excellent if author/s analysed the information needs of the farmers belong to 
different social groups.  

This manuscript appears like just field notes rather than research article as it lacks review of 
literature and problem of statement. Authors should incorporate the given comments to 
strengthen the manuscript scientifically sound. 
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PART  2:  

 

 
Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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