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	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 study explores factors influencing farmer satisfaction with crop protection chemicals, focusing on price perception and product quality. It reveals that quality perception and price factors explain 57% of satisfaction variance. The findings contribute to literature on farmer behavior and agricultural technology acceptance in South Asian rice production.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes
	

	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.

	The abstract is well-structured but needs improvements. It should include a clearer explanation of farmer satisfaction with crop protection chemicals, specify the sampling method used, and include the response rate. It should also include brief farmer characteristics and provide actionable recommendations for manufacturers, policymakers, or extension services. The methodology section should be clarified, and the final sentence should be clearer. Minor improvements include changing the sample size to 80 paddy farmers, specifying satisfaction measures, and briefly mentioning limitations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	 Yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	 Yes
	

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

	 Yes
	

	Optional/General comments

	The abstract needs improvement in structure, flow, methodology, results, technical improvements, content additions, and clarity issues. It should clarify the sampling method, response rate, satisfaction measurement scale, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and sample characteristics. Technical improvements include replacing "sample size" with "80" and stating the sample comprised 80 paddy farmers. Content additions should include a brief mention of response rate, limitations, and practical implications for stakeholders. Clarity issues include the last sentence about "several crop cycles" contradicting the single-cycle study design.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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