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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. 
 

Now a days usage of mobile phone is growing tremendously. Farmers are also using mobile phones for 
getting agricultural information and also disseminating the same to their fellow farmers. Yes, obviously 
this research will help to the policy makers. I like the research conducted by researcher. The 
government has to take initiative to create awareness about usage of mobile apps in agriculture.  

 

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

 

Attitude of farmers towards agricultural information services disseminated through mobile phone in 
Dindugal district of Tamil Nadu. 

 

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. 

 

Complete Sampling procedure should include, include results of profile characteristics, implications not 
drawn. 
Key words: - at least 5 keywords should be there and arranged in alphabetical order. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Introduction; - background of the study not met and statement of the problem has not mentioned 
clearly. Valid references has not clearly used. 
 
Methodology: - how was size of sample drawn? Year of research conducted? Size of the 
respondents? Tools used were not clearly mentioned.  
 
Results and discussions :- 
Results should be presented before the tables. 
Write in paragraph not individually. 
Write discussion after results. 
Sentences are similar to each variable try to differentiate use more synonyms. 
Table contents and descriptive part contents are not similar check it once. 
Correlation relationship of each and every independent variable with attitude and reason why it is 
significant and non-significant. 
Conclusion: - conclusion is weak, need to include implications. 
 

 

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. 
 

The data presented in the manuscript was correct and presented in the correct order. 
 
 

 

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

Recent references should be included and check the year of publish.  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

The language of this paper is very weak and need to be improved.  
There is need to improve on grammatical expressions in the paper.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
There is a need to state the characteristics that are dependent and independent variables. 
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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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