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PART  1: 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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The manuscript is well written and tried to explain about the knowledge and adoption of the 
farmers towards improved chickpea cultivar JAKI-9218 in Dharwad district of Karnataka. India 
ranks first in both area and production of Chickpea while Karnataka, a major pulse-producing 
state. So, analyzing knowledge and adoption of improved cultivar is crucial and give a pathway 
for future research and improvement. 

 

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 the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is well written and consists of 221 words.  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

Yes, the manuscript is scientific   
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