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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 
 

 
In the abstract  section, the method applied and the result should be mentioned with a 
sentence. 
Keywords are not appropriate, must be rewritten. 
The introduction section  is written as a summary and a result. It should be rewritten in a 
way that expresses the importance of the study and expresses its purpose clearly. 
APPLICATION OF AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION APPROACHES IN EGYPT 
the results of the applications mentioned  in this section should be mentioned and the 
application should be explained. 
 
The conclusion section is insufficient. The conclusion section should be rewritten to cover 
the whole study. 
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Amended 
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