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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.


	In this manuscript, the evidence for government-led agricultural interventions based on the distribution of TC series hybrid cocoa under the Nigerian Agricultural Transformation Agenda (ATA) has importance for scientific advancement. The study offers good insights on hybrid crop varieties' impact on smallholder agriculture by analysing productivity, cost-effectiveness, and welfare implications for cocoa farmers. The findings add to the knowledge being developed about agricultural policies, rural development, and food security in developing economies. Furthermore, the methodology and budgetary analysis used in the study provide a framework for evaluating similar programs in different areas.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally apt for a scholar discussing and suitable for paper.
	

	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 presents a coherent overview of the study regarding its aim, methodology, analysis tools, and findings/discussion, but it needs some improvement concerning the clarity, structure, and completeness. Suggested improvements are as follows: 

1. Clarification of the Research Objective more precisely 

2. Improved Flow and Structure of the sentence 

3. Clear and Grammar-refined Language 

4. Definition or Contextualization of Key Metrics of the analysis 

5. Recommendation or Implication of the findings 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Scientific correctness could easily be achieved in this manuscript as proper approach and methodology were employed to investigate the impact of TC series hybrid cocoa distributed under Nigeria's Agricultural Transformation Agenda (ATA). The study has a valid sample size of 200 randomly selected farmers and employs data collection techniques such as structured questionnaires and focus group discussions. The analysis is done through descriptive statistics and budgetary analysis and significant measurement is done at the 5% level using STATA 12, which is a standard statistical tool. 

However, in adding strength to the scientific rigor of this paper, the manuscript would benefit from:

•  Additional details of sampling methodology and validation of the instruments used.

•  Clarification regarding how welfare effects were quantified. 

• A clear explanation of causation as opposed to correlation between ATA intervention and productivity gains.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are pretty well sufficient and cover pertinent areas such as agricultural policy and productivity and cocoa farming. Some are quite recent (2019-2023), which further adds to their relevance. But a few references are web-based or non-peer-reviewed and really should be moved or supplemented by peer-reviewed studies and official statistical publications. Increase formatting and consistency, and reference as well.
	

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


	The language of the article is overall clear, and the significant ideas come across clearly. The text has certain sections with improper sentence structures, but the meaning is largely clear, and the manuscript can be edited properly in professional language suitable for publication in scholarly journals.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript speaks on a very relevant and policy-relevant issue of assessing how the Agricultural Transformation Agenda (ATA) and the distribution of TC series hybrid cocoa affect cocoa productivity and farmer welfare in Nigeria. The study is timely and adds substantially to the literature on agricultural policy evaluation and technology adoption in sub-Saharan Africa. Using both quantitative methods such as descriptive statistics and cost-benefit analysis and qualitative insights through focus group discussions, the findings are further strengthened. The conclusions are adequately supported by the presented findings.
	


	PART  2: 



	
	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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