Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Advances in Agricultural Research 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJAAR_132214

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	ANALYSIS OF EFFECTS OF POST HARVEST LOSSESS OF RICE (ORYZA SATIVA) ON RICE PROCESSORS INCOME IN BENUE STATE NIGERIA

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	This paper studies the effects of post-harvest losses of rice (Oryza sativa) on rice processors' income in Benue state, Nigeria. It may contribute to the subject areas of agricultural development and post-harvest loss mitigation activities.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes
	

	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.


	Revise the abstract and introduction to make them more concise, ensuring that the main objectives, key findings, and central arguments are clearly highlighted. Remove any redundant or less relevant information, focusing instead on the essential elements that contribute directly to the overall message and purpose of the research. The goal is to make the introduction and abstract more direct, engaging, and informative while maintaining clarity and precision. For example, the first sentence of the abstract is long and unclear. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes
	

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

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


	The English editing for this paper is needed to be improved, as many sentence errors are found.


	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The introduction is not well constructed, although some of the information related to post-harvest loss is presented. The flow is missing, and ideas are a bit scattered. Besides, I have seen lots of word redundancy (e.g., post-harvest loss in every sentence of the introduction), which makes the paper unattractive. 

2. The presentation of the study area is informative. However, the reasons why this study area was chosen are not explained. 
3. I recommend that the author restructure the presentation of Administration, the estimated land, and Climate. The authors can remove these sub-titles and present them in one paragraph. 
4. Under the figure, please provide the source. 

5. This sentence is too long and has glitches (see following). What does “ADP” stand for? Please present the description of the acronym first and use it. 

“The population for the study was rice processors in Benue state, Multi stage, purposive and simple random sampling procedures were used for the selection of samples for this study. in the first stage, the three ADP zones in the state were selected, while in the second stage, two rice processing local government areas were also selected purposively in the northern zone while one rice processing  local government area was also selected in each of the eastern and central ADP zones of the state  which gave a total of four local government areas for this study, in the third stage, two rice producing communities within the local government areas were selected purposively to give a total of eight rice producing communities for the study.”

6. Presenting the “Marital status of the respondents” is important. However, it is not the main focus of the study and is not as important as “Processing losses, Transport losses, Storage losses, Losses due to theft,” which are factors in post-harvest losses of rice. So, I’d like to recommend shortening the explanation of the “Marital status of the respondents” and making it concrete and concise.

7. Instead of repeating “table-2” in every paragraph for the result of socio-economic characteristics, it would be better if the authors could state like that “Table 2 presents the results of socio-economic characteristics, including Age, Sex, Marital status, Scale of operation, Level of education, Distribution of the respondents according to Milling or processing experience of the respondents”. This sentence can add under the “title of the result of socio-economic characteristics,” and remove table 2 in every paragraph and adjust it accordingly. 

8. When interpreting the results, it is highly recommended that they be compared with the findings from existing studies in the literature. This comparison can help demonstrate the consistency or divergence of current results with previous research, thereby reinforcing the credibility of conclusions. By aligning results with established theories and empirical evidence, the authors can provide stronger support for validity. 

9. The conclusion is too short. Please present concisely the reason why this study was conducted and what methods were used, and then reveal the results and recommendations. In the abstract, the authors highlight the policy implications, but they are not presented in the conclusion. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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