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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.
	This manuscript is vital for the scientific community as it examines vegetable growers' attitudes toward Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) in Narsingdi, Bangladesh, addressing a gap in attitudinal research. Its mixed- methods approach highlights barriers like pest resistance and financial constraints, offering practical insights for sustainable agriculture. The findings guide policymakers in creating targeted interventions to enhance food safety and rural livelihoods.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, Title is appropriate.
	

	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 of the article "Socioeconomic Factors Influencing Vegetable Growers' Attitude Towards GAP in Narsingdi District of Bangladesh" is largely comprehensive, effectively summarizing the study's objectives, mixed-methods approach (stratified random sampling of 252 farmers, 15-statement attitude scale, focus groups, and SPSS analysis), key findings (mean attitude score of 51.09, 47.2% highly favorable, correlations with education, training, and extension contact), and barriers (pest resistance, financial constraints), while offering practical recommendations like enhanced extension services and market incentives; however, it could be improved by adding specific numerical details (e.g., percentage of farmers with no education), briefly contextualizing GAP's importance for food safety and environmental sustainability in Bangladesh, and
streamlining the list of barriers for clarity, while avoiding deletion of any critical points to maintain its informative scope.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound, employing a robust mixed-methods approach with validated scales and SPSS analysis, and its findings on GAP attitudes align with existing literature. Minor issues include unclear
phrasing and limited statistical detail (e.g., missing p-values), but the study is credible and well-executed.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript’s 38 references are sufficient and recent (2011–2025), covering GAP adoption, socioeconomic factors, and barriers in Bangladesh and beyond, with credible sources supporting claims. Additional references on attitudinal change theories or recent GAP studies in South Asia could strengthen the theoretical framework.
Suggested additions: Ajzen (1991) on Theory of Planned Behavior and Schreinemachers et al. (2017) on GAP adoption in Thailand.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language and English quality of the manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear and professional writing that effectively conveys the research objectives, methods, and findings. However, occasional verbose phrases (e.g., "stratified proportional random sample survey") and minor grammatical inconsistencies could be streamlined for clarity and conciseness. Overall, the article meets academic standards but would benefit from minor polishing to enhance readability and precision.
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