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	PART  1: Comments



	
	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 manuscript attempts to review the interrelationship between farmers' knowledge and attitudes towards fertilizer application for Boro rice cultivation, which is crucial in optimizing agricultural productivity in the Sunamganj district of Bangladesh. It is important for the scientific community to understand how these factors impact agricultural practices, especially in resource-constrained settings. However, the paper lacks a clear connection to Boro rice-specific studies, which weakens its relevance and application to the field. The manuscript could benefit from narrowing the scope to studies directly related to Boro rice and providing a more focused discussion on the local context.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title does not adequately reflect the content of the manuscript, as it suggests primary research is being presented, whereas it is a systematic review. The title could be more specific to the review's scope.

Suggested Title is "A Systematic Review of Farmers' Knowledge and Attitudes Towards Fertilizer Application in Bangladesh.", Boro rice may be added in the title if all the reviewed articles are related to the same.
	

	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 does not clearly specify the factors affecting farmers’ knowledge and attitudes towards fertilizer use. It provides partial information without adequately explaining the scope of the systematic review or the key findings.

The abstract should explicitly mention the factors discussed in the manuscript, such as education, age, socio-economic status, etc., and provide a brief overview of the main findings from the reviewed studies.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically correct but suffers from a lack of specificity, particularly in its focus on boro rice cultivation. Many of the reviewed studies are general and do not address the specific context of boro rice or fertilizer application in Sunamganj district. Moreover, the analysis is not sufficiently linked to the local context or the variables under study.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references seem to be covered. However, the manuscript would benefit from including relevant studies specifically focused on boro rice or studies conducted in Bangladesh. It would be valuable to cite local sources or studies specifically focused on fertilizer practices in Sunamganj district.
	

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


	There are several grammatical errors throughout the manuscript that need to be corrected for clarity and coherence. Additionally, the writing could be made more concise and formal to match scholarly communication standards.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript requires major revisions, especially in terms of its focus, structure, and clarity. The title and abstract should be updated to reflect the content more accurately. The manuscript would benefit from a more focused discussion on boro rice cultivation and its specific challenges in fertilizer application. Additionally, the manuscript's language should be revised to eliminate grammatical errors and improve readability.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	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? 


	There do not appear to be any ethical issues in this manuscript, as it is a systematic review of secondary literature.

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	There do not appear to be any competing interests related to this manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	I request journal to kindly check plagiarism. 
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	Guideline
	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 

( Highest: 10  Lowest: 0 )

Guideline: 

Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	5-6 (Serious Major revision). The manuscript requires major revisions to align its focus with the topic of boro rice, clarify the abstract and conclusion, and correct the grammatical errors.


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



	
	Author’s Feedback

	The manuscript requires substantial revisions before it can be considered for publication. The author should narrow the focus to boro rice-specific studies, improve the structure, and revise the language for better clarity and academic rigor.
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