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	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.


	This is an informative manuscript especially for policy makers and concerned government bodies. It shows the farmers’ level of understanding about the scheme. It gives incites and possible courses of action by policy makers, government bodies, and other concerned stakeholders, like the media, on making information as accessible as possible.
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	The abstract is well written, and the findings are well presented.
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