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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Key words: 
Knowledge is repeated.  
 
Introduction: 
This topic should provide a brief literature survey. Therefore it is necessary to rewrite it. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

The knowledge test developed was not applied in a tribal farmers for real, right? So, is it 
correct to say that it is highly stable and reliable based only in the highly significant value of 
reliability co-efficient? Think and discuss about that . 
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