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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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 compares the differences of four social practices between Cocoa Certification Programme participants and non-participants. Previous studies have mainly paid attention to the child labour use while this paper combined four different social practices independently. It might have some policy implications but quite weak. If the paper wants to gather more implications, more scientific methodology and dataset should be adopted.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No. The original title “Effect of Cocoa Certification Programme on Farmers' Compliance with Social Sustainability Issues in Cocoa Production in Osun State, Nigeria” tries to answer the question the changing outcome of four social practices before and after participating the certification programme. In this case, a difference in difference method and panel dataset should be employed. This paper only combines the differences of four social practices between participants and non-participants. This is not the effect of the programme but potential influencing factors on the participation willingness in the programmes. For example, those use child labour might be reluctant to take part in because they will face labour shortage in the future as long as they accept the constraints by the programme. For this reason, title like “factors influencing farmers’ participation willingness in certification programme in cocoa production in Nigerian Osun state” would be more 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.


	The abstract is comprehensive. But the study design is not appropriate. No quasi-experimental design can be found in the research article. A scientific multiple-stage sample selection procedure is not a quasi-experimental design. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	No. As mentioned above, a scientific research to answer the question of the original title should employ difference in difference or PSM econometric methods and panel data should be adopted. This paper only answers the differences between participants and non-participants. One more important point this paper should disclose is whether the programme is voluntary or mandate. If voluntary, it will have a serious problem of endogeniety. 
	

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

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


	Yes. Except for several typos. List two of them:
biodiversity conservation, and community development initiatives (Uribe & Ruf (2019))
The findings of the study indicates that cocoa farmers
	

	Optional/General comments


	This paper compares some different characteristics of participants and non-participants but cannot tell the effect of the programme.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer
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