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	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 study addresses a critical gap in understanding the knowledge and practices of vegetable growers regarding safe pesticide use, which is a key aspect of agricultural sustainability and public health. The findings provide valuable insights into socio-economic and educational factors that influence safe pesticide practices. By identifying areas where growers lack awareness—particularly in handling, storage, and PPE usage the  research can inform targeted extension programs and policy interventions. This work is significant for agronomists, extension workers, and public health researchers aiming to reduce pesticide-related risks and promote safer farming practices.
	

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

	The title is clear, concise, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It effectively conveys the focus on vegetable growers’ knowledge and pesticide safety in Punjab.
Alternative suggestion (if improvement desired):
“Assessment of Vegetable Growers’ Knowledge and Practices on Safe Pesticide Use in Punjab, India”
This emphasizes both knowledge and actual practices, which are reported in the study.
	

	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 informative and provides key information on the objective, methodology, sample size, and main findings. However, it could be improved by:
Including a brief statement on the implications of the findings for policy or training programs.
Clarifying the exact percentage of growers with low, medium, and high knowledge levels in one succinct sentence.
Avoiding repetition of demographic details (e.g., land holding, family size) that are more appropriate for results.
Suggested revision excerpt for clarity:
“The study revealed that the majority of vegetable growers had medium knowledge of safe pesticide use (49.17%) and had limited access to formal training programs. These findings highlight the need for targeted extension services to improve pesticide safety awareness among growers in Punjab.”
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, with appropriate use of descriptive statistics and a clear linkage between socio-economic variables and knowledge levels. The methodology is adequate for the study objectives, though some clarifications could strengthen scientific rigor:
Explicit mention of statistical tests or analysis used to relate independent variables with knowledge levels.
Clear definition of what constitutes low, medium, and high knowledge.
Ensuring proper citation formatting and consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References cited are relevant and provide context on pesticide use and farmer practices. However:
Some references are older (e.g., 2014–2017); including more recent studies (2021–2025) would strengthen the manuscript.
Consider including references on pesticide exposure risks, modern IPM practices, or policy interventions in Punjab or India.
	

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

	The language is understandable but can be improved for scholarly clarity:
Some sentences are long and repetitive; concise phrasing would improve readability.
Standardize terminology (e.g., “high school education” vs. “senior secondary”).
Minor grammatical corrections are needed (e.g., “were had” → “had”, “stored pesticides around living area in your house” → “storing pesticides near the living area”).
	

	Optional/General comments

	The tables are detailed and informative, but consider summarizing key findings in the text to avoid redundancy.
Including a discussion of implications for policy and training programs would enhance the impact.
Adding a limitations section would strengthen the manuscript’s scientific rigor.
The manuscript addresses an important issue of vegetable growers’ knowledge regarding safe pesticide use in Punjab, providing useful insights for agricultural safety and extension programs. The study design and methodology are appropriate, and the results are clearly presented. The title is generally suitable, though “Assessment of Vegetable Growers’ Knowledge and Practices on Safe Pesticide Use in Punjab, India” could better reflect both knowledge and practices. The abstract is informative but could briefly highlight key findings and implications. References are relevant but adding more recent studies (2021–2025) would strengthen the work. Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound, written in acceptable English, and contributes meaningfully to understanding pesticide safety knowledge among vegetable growers.
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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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