Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Soil Science and Plant Nutrition

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJSSPN_155226

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Attitude of Grape growers towards Integrated Nutrient Management Practices

	Type of the Article
	Research Article


General guidelines for the Peer Review process: 
	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 presents empirical evidence on the attitudes of grape growers toward Integrated Nutrient Management (INM) in Karnataka. These findings provide policymakers and extension personnel with actionable insights to design targeted interventions that promote sustainable horticultural practices.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article, "Attitude of Grape growers towards Integrated Nutrient Management Practices," is appropriate and reflects the core content of 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.
	Improve the few sentences in the Abstract.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Appropriate ex-post-facto research design.

Validated scale (Kapur et al., 2015) used for attitude measurement.

Appropriate statistical tools (frequency, percentage, mean, SD, correlation)

Areas needing improvement:

1. Sampling criteria clarification: The classification of "small" and "big" farmers needs an operational definition (land holding size in acres/hectares)

2. Variable measurement: Brief operational definitions of key independent variables (economic orientation, innovativeness, cosmopoliteness) should be provided

3. Discussion depth: Section 3.1 merely describes rankings without exploring WHY certain statements scored low (e.g., why is "INM is less time-consuming" ranked last with such a low score of 1.63?)

4. Non-significant findings: No discussion on why variables like family size, annual income, and cosmopoliteness showed non-significant relationships

5. Typographical error: "2023-2034" in the Methodology section should be "2023-24"
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and include recent publications (up to 2024). The manuscript cites 11 references, with 6 from 2015 onwards, indicating reasonable currency. However, the following additions would strengthen the paper:
Suggested additional references:
1. Add the recent study on INM adoption in fruit crops from South India (if available)
2. A methodological reference on attitude scale construction or correlation analysis in agricultural research
3. A policy document or government report on INM promotion in Karnataka to contextualize the findings
The existing references appropriately support the statements made in the manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The manuscript is generally understandable, but several grammatical errors, awkward phrasings, and stylistic inconsistencies need correction.
	

	Optional/General comments
	This is a well-conceived study with practical implications.
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