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 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 
 

Manuscript Title: “Constraints Perceived by the Agricultural Scientists in Teaching 
Undergraduate Students: An Analysis in TNAU” 
 

 This study on constraints perceived by Agricultural scientists in teaching 
undergraduate students in Tamil Nadu Agricultural University, India addressed 
critically the challenges faced by the university teachers in achieving effective 
teaching and learning environment.  

 The title can be reframed as “Constraints Perceived by the Agricultural Scientists in 
Teaching Undergraduate Students in Tamil Nadu Agricultural University, India”. 

 The abstract captured the main purpose of this study but the way the human 
percent reported for male and female with decimal points are not scientifically 
acceptable. Instead of 51.9percent male and 41.1percent female should be 
52percent male and 41percent female. Also, percent lower than 10 should be 
reported in words first and the figure should be in bracket like “nine (9)percent” 

 
 The study gave some literature search on the state of agriculture in India in the 

introduction; you should endeavour to cite those authorities behind those 
statements. 

 The research is mainly a descriptive study. From your findings, you can still 
compare your results with other previous literature either to affirm or refute their 
findings based on your own research results. The results and discussion are well 
articulated and with much clarity. 

 The study recommendations are conspicuously missing. You should add the study 
recommendations emanating from your research and not mere generalization. 

 The study can still consult more recent, relevant and retrievable references to 
really increase the credibility of this research outputs in relation to already 
established body of knowledge. Always adhering to the journal’s guideline for 
writing references. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

All minor corrections are already included in the corrected version of the main manuscript. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Nil 
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