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PART 1: Review Comments

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 The paper is well reviewed and therefore suitable for
publication.

Minor REVISION comments Line 91: The word dollars should be deletedLine 101: The word develops should be replaced withdevelopedLine 102: The word are should be changed to wereLine 108: The word extension’s should be replaced withextensionLine 118: The word needs should be changed to needLine 127 to 129: The whole sentence should be revised tobring out the meaning.Line 248: Beginning with the word found, the sentenceshould be revised.

Lione 91. In the U.S. Extension System thecommon word used in day to day language is“Public Tax Dollars”. Please allow us to keep thisto make the paper understandable to Americanreaders.All other comments has been revised andhighlighted in yellow colour.

Optional/General comments


