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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 contributes to the area of agricultural extension and rural development by providing a standardized scale for measuring farmers' views regarding agricultural diversity. To understand the behavioural aspects of diversity and create effective interventions, researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners can benefit significantly from such a tool. It contains a methodological guide for future studies on the development of attitude scales in agriculture. Even though the scale is bounded on northern Bangladesh, it can be modified for wider usage in other areas dealing with comparable issues.

The study entitled “Developing a standardized scale to assess farmers' attitudes toward agricultural diversification in northern Bangladesh” presents a suitable methodology for assessing famers attitude. While the research is well-structured and contributes significantly to the field, several areas require revision and enhancement to improve clarity, coherence, and adherence to academic standards.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Developing a Standardized Scale to Assess Farmers' Attitudes Toward Agricultural Diversification in Northern Bangladesh (if it suitable means)

	

	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 covers an immense amount significant information, including the methodology, main findings, reliability findings, and aims.

Recommendations for revisions:
1. Include one or two sentences addressing the scale's usefulness for policymakers, extension professionals, or future investigators.
2. Consider minimizing technical information (such as the names of the principles used) to make provisions for the consequences and significance.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound since it adheres to a methodical and accepted technique (Likert's method, item analysis, Cronbach's Alpha, and validity checks).

Minimal Corrections

1. The limited sample size of 32 farmers for the pilot test needs to be justified.

2. The ethical approval is indicated as "N/A," yet this needs to be clarified because farmer participants were interviewed.

3. Certain formulas should be displayed correctly, but they are not presented in their entirety.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The list of references is usually adequate and includes both recent studies (2023–2024) and classic works (Likert, Thurstone).
But: There are certain formatting errors (spacing, issue numbers).
The global context could be strengthened by including more recent international literature reviews on agricultural diversification and attitude measuring.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable and effectively conveys the research findings.
Nonetheless, meticulous editing of the manuscript would help to:
Cut lengthy sentences short.
Minimize repetition, particularly in the debate and technique.
Fix small grammatical mistakes and make your writing clearer.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Diversification is a critical issue for sustainable farming in developing nations, making the study pertinent and crucial.

2. A specific section on the manuscript's constraints (limited sample size, regional focus) would strengthen it.

3. The report would be more valuable if it included future research topics (such as testing the scale in larger samples or different regions).

4. Tables are helpful, but they may be structured more elegantly to improve readability.
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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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