Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Scientific Research and Reports 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JSRR_151608

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Farmer Participation as an Indicator of Demand-Driven Extension: A Four-Year Analysis of On- and Off-Campus Training Programmes in a Temperate Horticulture System

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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.


	The paper is generally fairly good; however it needs major revision, right from the abstract misses the aims, scientific methods, and the results innovatively presented, conclusion and recommendations are not proper. The introduction the motivation gaps synergy.  The methodology has a lot to desire and results as well are not properly discussed.  The discussion is weak and in some case used too old citations.  The conclusion is weak with scholarly citations. Implications are not well presented in the expected format the paper.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title need  refining  to appear suitable for the Journal 

Farmer Participation and Demand-Driven Extension: A Four-Year Evaluation of Training Modalities in Temperate Horticulture
	

	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 abstract need revisions to include all the key elements.  It needs revisiting the title, clear articulation of scientific methods, conclusion and recommendations. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 The paper has inadequate scientific features mostly in methodology, synergy, scholarly, creativity and innovations It need to be strengthened most in data analysis, discussion to produce  sounding conclusions and recommendations.   Besides the author cited too old scholar worse still he was citing in conclusion.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference are inadequate and the author needs to use AP A format while citing and referencing Some of the are too old as far as 2007, 2008, 2012, 2013, 2015, 2016 . These weaken the values of the paper and the author should ensure any authority which is ten years is not included.
	

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


	The language is suitable 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper major revision to make it suitable publication. It should have scientific methodology, proper discussions, ethical issues observed, sounding conclusion deduced by scholarly discussion of results, and recommendation. 
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