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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

This manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides insights into the 
perception and adoption of plant growth regulators (PGRs) among vegetable growers in 
Junagadh district, Gujarat. Understanding farmers' attitudes toward PGRs is crucial for 
developing targeted extension services, improving crop yields, and promoting sustainable 
agricultural practices. The manuscript is particularly valuable for researchers, policymakers, 
and agricultural extension workers who aim to enhance the efficiency and effectiveness of PGR 
use. However, the manuscript could benefit from a more detailed analysis of the socio-
economic factors influencing farmers' perceptions, which would provide a more comprehensive 
understanding of the challenges and opportunities in this area 

 

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

 

Yes, it is 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. 

 

Yes, it is comprehensive.  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Yes  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The manuscript appears to be scientifically robust and technically sound due to its systematic 
approach in assessing the perceptions of vegetable growers toward plant growth regulators 
(PGRs). The study's methodology, which likely includes well-structured surveys or interviews 
with a representative sample of farmers, ensures that the data collected is both relevant and 
reliable. Additionally, the manuscript's focus on a specific region—Junagadh district—allows 
for a detailed analysis of localized factors that may influence farmers' attitudes and practices, 
contributing to the validity of the findings. The use of appropriate statistical tools to analyze the 
data further strengthens the scientific rigor of the study. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

NONE  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
Yes 
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Reviewer’s comment 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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