Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Archives of Current Research International 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_ACRI_138612

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	PURCHASING BEHAVIOUR AND PROBLEMS FACED BY FARMERS IN THE ADOPTION OF BIOSTIMULANTS IN SELECTED TALUKAS OF KUTCH DISTRICT, GUJARAT

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The topic is of considerable interest due to the increasing global emphasis on sustainable agriculture and the need for eco-friendly alternatives to chemical inputs. The study design is appropriate, and the objectives are clearly defined.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is somewhat long and contains mild repetition, especially in phrases like "Purchasing Behaviour" and "Problems Faced," which could be streamlined. To enhance clarity, academic tone, and overall impact, consider revising it for better readability while preserving the original intent.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, the abstract is largely comprehensive and effectively outlines the scope, objectives, methodology, and key findings of the study. However, it can be improved by addressing a few key points related to clarity, structure, and precision. Below are detailed suggestions for enhancement

  The focus on bio stimulant adoption in a specific region is well-defined.  Some parts are repetitive and can be more concise for better readability.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	i. The manuscript is generally scientifically correct in its intent and direction, particularly in terms of addressing a real-world agricultural problem through a descriptive research study. 
ii. In Materials and Method, Garrett Score and Weighted Average Mean are named, but not explained.
iii. No mention of validation techniques, confidence levels, or error margins.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Lacks depth and citation of recent peer-reviewed studies.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language quality of the article is understandable, but it is not yet suitable for high-quality scholarly communication in its current form.
For Example: The study utilized a structured interview schedule to collect data..." (repeated twice in full Manuscript


	

	Optional/General comments


	The use of primary data from 200 farmers across different talukas enhances the study’s relevance and applicability.
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