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	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.


	The manuscript is significant for the scientific community as it provides valuable insights into the environmental, economic, and social sustainability of cocoa farming in the region. 

By assessing key sustainability indicators, it contributes to the broader understanding of sustainable agricultural practices, which is crucial for policymakers, researchers, and extension personnel.

The findings can inform targeted interventions to enhance the resilience and productivity of cocoa farming while promoting sustainable livelihoods for local farmers. 

Additionally, the study adds to the growing body of knowledge on tropical agroecosystems and sustainable cocoa production, which is essential in addressing global challenges like climate change and food security.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, but it can also be with an action words such as Evaluation or Assessment of the Sustainability Status of Cocoa Farming in North Lombok Regency, Indonesia 

	

	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 but it lacks conclusion and recommendations. Other issues is that; the specific objectives/findings were itemized using numbers, the sample size (44 respondents) as shown in the abstract is too small, the findings can not be generalized because the sample size is not large enough to be taking as true representatives of the sample frame.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, because it follows the fundamental processes of conducting social science research.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No, because enough literature were not reviewed on the introduction section, more conceptual and empirical review could add value and importance to the work.
	

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


	Yes, it requires edition, it can be done using grammerly or an English editor. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Something should be done about the sample size if possible. This is a good work, but in Results and Discussion section, presents only the major findings, it's implications and support from other studies. All the results should not be presented, the tables and figures speaks for itself.
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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? 


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

No.
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