
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
Journal Name:  Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology   
Manuscript Number: Ms_AJAEES_44240 
Title of the Manuscript:  

Identified Problems and Effectiveness of Growth Enhancement Support Scheme (GESS) in Inputs Delivery in Southwestern Nigeria 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 

 
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 
 

1. The title should be modified to “Effectiveness of Growth Enhancement Support 
Scheme (GESS) in Input Delivery in Southwest Nigeria. 

Reason being that effectiveness is the dependent variable in the study and also 
constraint is already a specific objective. 
2. The weighted mean score of the constraints should be generated and used to 

discuss the result instead of the ranking. The tables should be collapsed into one. 
3. The recommendation on constraints faced is not sharp enough. A recommendation 

should be an action plan or statement of solution directed to a stakeholder or 
individual or institution. 

4. The specific objective 4 should serve as the broad objective only.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1. The summary of the recommendation should be captured in the abstract. 
2. Stating the mean of “functional mobile phone ownership” is not necessary since it 

is measured at nominal level 
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