
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 

Journal Name:  Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology   

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJAEES_33790 

Title of the Manuscript:  

The knowledge  level of agricultural employees/ Nineveh province towards the tasks of agricultural extension 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 
comments 
 

• Title needs improvement. 

• Rephrase first sentence of the abstract. It should include 
rationale, methods of sample selection and data collection, 
important results and 1 to 2 conclusions and recommendations. 

• Squeeze the research methodology portion by deleting the 
unnecessary explanation. 

• Results and Discussion portion is very much confusing. Make it 
simple and also compare the results with other studies. 

• Give proper format to the tables. 
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• Line 6: Space between province and towards. 

• Line 10: Rephrase sentence. 

• Line 14-17: Sentence is confusing, make it sample and break 
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• Line 19: Space between study and was; 165 and employees.   
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• Line 47: Reference is too old. 

• Line 50: Space between Agricultural extension. And also 
correct the remaining. 

• Line 147: It should be Results and Discussion. 
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