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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 
 

For this objective “assessment of readabilities of Bengali literature for promotion of 
agricultural education” PROVIDE conclusion 

to measure the readability of Extension literatures in Bengali Language related to farming 
along with the analytical tools or procedures uses in readability assessment of a Bengali 
text associated with farming extension literature- PROVIDE conclusion 

revise too long sentences for clarity- see comments 

1. Conclusion part is added as suggested by the Hon’ble reviewer. 
2. Sentence structure revised as suggested.   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Check this articles to expound EXTENSION: 
1. Construct of extension from university faculty perspective- J Mojares 
2. Extension Function in Higher Educational Institutions: Learning from HEIs in Batangas 
Province, Philippines- JMojares & RDT Baconguis 

Consultation from the mentioned paper has considered in the time of revision 
the manuscript.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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

 
 
 

 
 


