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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.


	The use of fertilizer is a pressing issue in nay agriculturally dominant country. In this context the knowledge and interest play a significant role in the use of fertilizer. This paper reviews the interrelationship farmer’s knowledge and attitude to apply fertilizer for rice cultivation. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is confusing.  The article claims to find the interrelationship of farmers’ knowledge and attitude in fertilizer application Boro Rice production in Sunamganj district of Bangladesh.  Is the relation being applicable only for the Boro Rice and that district of the Bangladesh? How the crop and the land influence the relationship is not clear. 
	

	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.


	Abstract of the paper is comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Corelation Coefficient of the mentioned dependent and independent variables are not found. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes. But the citation of the references and the reference numbers are mismatched. 
	

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


	Several grammatical mistakes are found in the article. 
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	Reviewer’s comment
1. The paper is not actually a review paper. Authors have gone through few research articles and noted down the conclusive relationships of between uses of fertilizers with some characteristics of farmers.
2. Is the relationship is depended on the particular crop and demographic area? It is not clear.
3. Corelation Coefficient is not available to establish the relationship.
4. There are several grammatical mistakes found in the paper. 
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the 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 detail)

No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	The idea is interesting. 
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	Marks: 5.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Ammlan Ghosh

	Department of Reviewer
	Maste of Computer Application 

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	Techno International New Town, Kolkata

	Country of Reviewer
	India

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Associate Professor

	Email ID of Reviewer
	ammlan.ghosh@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Dr Ammlan Ghosh is an Associate Professor of Master of Computer Application,Techno International New Town. 
He has completed his M.Tech from MAKAUT and PhD from University of Calcutta, Kolkata, India.
His research interest focuses on Distributed System, Cloud Computing and Data Analytics. 
He has more than 10 years of research experience. 


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

