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1. The sentence formation of the article overall is poor. Reframe the 

sentence. 

2. The data related to Adoption and Non adoption is available, 

whereas the data pertaining to number respondents who 

continued to adopt and discontinued after adoption is lacking. 

Since , the study was carried out after six months of training. If 

the data is included it would improve the quality of article. 

3. The reference quoted are no way related to the study and are 

outdated. There are many articles with respect to azolla 

adoption. Rogers reference is also missing. Try to add recent 

references. “Why Cultivation of Azolla as cattle feed not 

sustainable” written by me can be referred and cited. 

4. Materials and methods and conclusion can be re written. 

Repetitions in the abstract and methodology can be avoided.  
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