Review Form 3


	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Experimental Agriculture International

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ JEAI _133975

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	A STUDY ON THE IMPACT OF NON-GOVERNMENT ORGANISATIONS IN DISSEMINATION OF AGRICULTURAL TECHNOLOGIES IN THE NORTH COASTAL REGION OF ANDHRA PRADESH: A REVIEW

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	Globally, there is an increasing realisation of the role of NGOs in development and especially in agriculture. The manuscript brings a major contribution to the literatures on the emerging roles of NGOs as agents for the dissemination of innovations, especially relating to the adoption of technologies in agriculture. It also highlights how to improve sustainable agricultural development through NGO led efforts. Considering also the prevailing challenges of resource constraint faced by NGOs all around the world due to international policy changes, the manuscript also amplifies the urgent need to channel more resources to the NGO sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The author could consider adding a timeframe that defines the period covered by this review. As an example…
A STUDY ON THE IMPACT OF NON-GOVERNMENT ORGANISATIONS IN DISSEMINATION OF AGRICULTURAL TECHNOLOGIES IN THE NORTH COASTAL REGION OF ANDHRA PRADESH (2014-2024: A REVIEW


	

	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.


	The methodology for the assessment is not indicated in the Abstract. The author could consider stating the methodology expressly in the Abstract to aid the reader in quickly comprehending how some of the characteristics were measured and analysed.
There is the repetition of the word “area” somewhere in the sixth line of the Abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author could consider including a brief section on the methodology of the study. This doesn’t seem to be clearly indicated anywhere in the article, thereby questioning the scientific rigour of the manuscript.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	In my view, the references are sufficient. 

However, the style of reference listing does not seem to be clear.
The author could adopt a consistent pattern that makes the reference listing easier to read. For example, by listing the references in Alphabetical order or listing by Years beginning with the most recent until the oldest.
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