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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.


	It is a properly organized, methodologically sound empirical research that covers a topical issue in agricultural extension that of comparing small and big farmer attitudes to Integrated Pest Management (IPM) in grape production. The paper is well mastered in terms of research methodology, has conducted a sufficiently correct statistical analysis, and presented its findings clearly.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Suitable
	

	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.


	Results summary lacks specific percentages for key findings. Include key percentages (e.g., 38.33% small farmers favorable)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript lacks a conceptual framework or theoretical grounding. While Krishnamurthy's (1999) attitude scale is cited, there is no discussion of:

· Attitude formation theories (e.g., Theory of Planned Behavior)

· Innovation adoption models (e.g., Rogers' Diffusion of Innovations)

· Conceptual model showing relationships between variables

Add a conceptual framework section in the introduction or methodology explaining how the selected profile characteristics theoretically relate to attitude formation.

Literature Review Gap

The introduction is exceptionally brief (approximately 250 words) and lacks comprehensive review of:

· Previous studies on IPM adoption in grape cultivation specifically

· Comparative studies on small vs. large farmers globally

· IPM practices unique to grape production systems

 Expand introduction to 800-1000 words with systematic review of relevant literature, including more international studies on farmer attitudes toward IPM.

The manuscript lacks a dedicated discussion section. Currently, results are presented with minimal interpretation and only brief comparisons to previous studies. 
Key discussion points missing:

· Why did big farmers rank "right time, method, application" as most important while small farmers prioritized "timely pruning"?

· Why were biological control methods (beneficial insects, pheromone traps) ranked lowest? What are the implications?

· Why did certain variables (family size, income) show non-significant relationships contrary to expectations?

 Add a separate Discussion section (after Results) that interprets findings, explains patterns, and connects to theory and practice.

· Table 1 is exceptionally long (16 statements × 3 farmer categories). Consider moving detailed statement-wise analysis to supplementary materials and presenting summary statistics in main text.

· Table 4 would benefit from asterisk legend directly beneath the table (currently only in text).


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Reference list shows inconsistent formatting:

· Mix of APA and other styles

· Anonymous (2023) appears multiple times with different letters but years inconsistent

· Some DOIs missing where available


	

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


	Minor grammatical issues throughout:

· "sixty small farmers and 60 big farmers cultivation grapes" → "sixty small farmers and sixty big farmers cultivating grapes"

· "It is crucial now to promote" → informal tone

· "The results in Table 1 reveals" → "reveal" (plural subject)


	

	Optional/General comments


	The study has solid empirical foundations and contributes useful comparative data on farmer attitudes toward IPM in grape cultivation. However, the manuscript requires:

1. Expanded introduction with comprehensive literature review

2. Addition of conceptual/theoretical framework

3. Separate discussion section with deeper interpretation

4. Strengthened policy implications

5. Minor language and formatting corrections
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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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