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 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 
 

 
Thank you very much. I have carried out the peer review of the research  article"Use and 
Role of Mobile Phone for Information services to Agriculture Activities" 
My Comments 
1  Research article may be published  
2 The author may asked  to consider the " conservation factor "  means the permission to 
use mobile phone  by women farmers of the society in the village where the data has 
collected if possible. 
3 Table -3  Rank  order may be arranged either in ascending or descending  order 
4  Recent References may please be added . some references of the year 2003 
 
 

 
2. Regarding the ‘conservation factors’, I would like add here-  
 
COMPETING INTERESTS 
The authors declare that there was no competing interest exists. In addition, 
the permission is also provided by the stakeholders. 
 
3. Yeas, Table -3  Rank  order may be arranged either in descending  order 
 
4.   Recent References has been  added by replacing the  year 2003 by 
Talukder (2013). 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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