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importance of this manuscript for the scientific
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It showed the importance of using improved technologies to enhance pulse yield, income, and
food security of smallholder farmers in India

It showed the importance of improved variety of users over non-users practically. Improved
variety users got yield and economic advantage over non-users
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| am afraid

The Importance of Demonstration on the diffusion of Technology and Yield of Field pea in
Senapati District, Manipur, 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.

yes

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write
here.

Yes, because it included all the necessary steps, introduction, appropriate Methodology, result, and
discussion, perfectly answering its objective, with a conclusion. However, some descriptive statistics
will need to be added
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