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Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This article is useful to know the impact of KVK in farm level. It helps a reader how much 
KVK beneficiary farmers were getting higher profit than non-beneficiaries. 
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Authors can change the title as per the suggestion  

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. 

Abstract should objectives and recommended polices with its future scope. These are 
missing. Try to make it more comprehensie one. 
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Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have 
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This article can be accepted with some minor revisions as per the review form as well as 
mentioned in the text. 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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