Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_150708

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	An empirical analysis of the impact of Scientific Farming on farm practices, crop yield and capacity building among KVK beneficiary farmers

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

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

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Title of the paper:
An empirical analysis of the impact of Scientific Farming on farm practices, crop yield and capacity building among KVK beneficiary farmers.

2. Topicality of the theme and the role of the article in the researched issue:

The topic is relevant, as agriculture is a vital industry for any developing country. The present study is even more valuable in view of the fact that sustainable agricultural development and food security are in the focus of global attention.

The work attempts to conduct an empirical assessment of the effectiveness of Krishi Vigyan Kendras (KVKs) as a key mechanism for rural empowerment in the Kalyan Karnataka region of India.

3. Evaluation of the used references (Whether they are in line with the researched topic and contents):

The literature is generally relevant to the topic and content of the research. The study would benefit if the references were systematic and mostly consistent. I would recommend using APA 7 format. In addition, references should be used so that the reviewer can check the legitimacy and identity of the references. The word "Find" is used incorrectly. The correct form is "findings of Naveen Kumar" or "findings by Naveen Kumar "
4. Evaluation of the used research methods (Whether the used research methods provide the fulfillment of the research goal):

The article mainly used elements of comparative and statistical research methods, which, in fact, stem from the purpose of the research. Studies are also based on statistical data. Only the beneficiaries of the KVKs were studied, but no comparisons were made with farmers in the same region who did not participate in the KVKs.

The authors selected the most active participants ("actively practicing scientific farming") and only the most active regions and villages, which may not give a very accurate overall picture. In order to improve the accuracy, it is recommended to add a comparison group with farmers who did not participate in the KVKs. It is very important to explain more clearly in the methodology the criteria for selecting the sample and the possible limitations of this selection.

5. Evaluation of the statistical data:

Within the framework of the analysis, the author presented sufficient statistics related to the field of agricultural insurance.

However, the article could have been more interesting if the author had used longer series of available statistical data.

6. Used charts and diagrams ( Whether they are necessary to reveal the essence of the research):

The lack of graphics in the work hinders the ability to obtain data more visually and easily. For this reason, the work would benefit if at least a few graphics were added.
7. Are there sufficient scientific elements in the paper? 

The article partially contains elements of scientific discussion. The article could have contained more elements of scientific discussion if the author had also presented some recommendations and methodological steps, a more in-depth comparative analysis

8. Evaluation of the analysis and conclusions ( Whether the final results were properly revealed and formulated, whether the suggestions underline the basic results and whether they are formulated in a scientifically proper manner):

The conclusion is mainly descriptive. The recommendations are more general.

However, in the conclusion, it is necessary to summarize the main results of the research, present your own approaches and proposals for solving the problems.

Interestingly, the conclusion does not include specific recommendations for further policy or research, which is usually expected in scientific articles.

9. Additional comments:
The work has great scientific and social significance. However, the analysis is valuable. The topic under study is relevant. There are certain shortcomings, but they do not diminish the importance and significance of the scientific article. After eliminating the mentioned shortcomings, I guarantee it for publication.


	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)


	


Reviewer details:

Nerses Nersisyan, Armenian State University of Armenia, Armenia

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

