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Author’s Feedback (Please correct the
manuscript and highlight that part in the
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regarding the importance of this
manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or
dislike) this manuscript? A minimum
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1.Good article for extension services

2.The use indiscriminate use of abbreviations.
3.The quintal/ha should be changed to more
common kg/ha.
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title)

Is the abstract of the article
comprehensive? Do you suggest the
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suggestions here.

Remove all & and other abbreviations. Check
corrections on key words.The date of the field

work need not to be stated.lts relatively old (6

years+)

Are subsections and structure of the
manuscript appropriate?

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.

Technically sound but the grammar needs more
corrections




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

1 Add more current references
2.Do not use author initials in in-text citations.

3.Carefully go through the citations and
references in accordance with the journals
specifications.
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Is the language/English quality of the
article suitable for scholarly
communications?

OK (Corrections effected)
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