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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) 

Compulsory 
REVISION 
comments 
 

1. The title should read -  Determinants of Rice Farmers’ 
Adoption  of   Integrated Pest Management Practices  in 
Bangladesh 

2. Line 1, write IPM in full first 
3. Abstract: This should be written in past tense. Population, 

sampling techniques, method of data collection and 
analysis should be well specified or stated. Also, major 
findings of the study should be included. Key 
recommendation should be clear and sharp. 

4. Line 22, BBS should be written in full at first cited. 
5. The objectives of the study lines 56-60 should b e written 

thus:  
The objectives of the study were to:  
1. determine the extent of adoption of IPM practice s by the farmers; 
and  
2. identify factors influencing adoption of IPM pra ctices. 
 

6. Tables 3&4 should have contained 
the remaining seven factors that did not influence the 
adoption of IPM practices.  

We did all correction according to reviewer 
comment except for comment no 4 and 6. The 
corrected parts are highlighted with red colour. 
We are not agreed with comment 4 and 6.  

Minor  REVISION 
comments 

  

Optional /General  
comments 
 

 
Grammatical errors should be identified and corrected. 

 

 


