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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 (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 manuscript makes an important contribution to the scientific community by expanding knowledge in agriculture. It addresses critical issues related to food production, food security, farmers’ well-being, and environmental health. Occupational hazards, particularly those associated with pesticide use, remain pressing concerns within the agricultural sector and require urgent attention. Protecting farmers’ health and promoting environmental sustainability are vital for ensuring the long-term safety and resilience of agricultural systems. 


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is 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 should be well structured to present the study's purpose, methodology, findings, and conclusion. To enhance the reader's understanding, terms such as “rural farmers” and “traditional agricultural settings” must be clearly defined in the manuscript. The author should specify the type of mixed-methods research design employed and describe the methodology sequentially and clearly, whether quantitative data collection and analysis were followed by qualitative methods or vice versa. The findings in the abstract should present both statistical evidence from quantitative data and findings from the qualitative analysis, highlighting results that are unique to this study. Additionally, the author should discuss the implications for farmers’ health based on the findings. The conclusion and recommendations should be presented together in a single, concise sentence. Keywords should not be bold and must be separated by commas, not semicolons. Please be consistent.  


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author should consider the recommendations below to improve the manuscript. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. However, some references are missing. The author should reconcile this. 
	

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


	Some grammatical and organizational issues need to be addressed to improve the clarity and flow of the manuscript. The author should consider the recommendation below. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The author should consider the following recommendations to improve the manuscript. 

Introduction

Please use ‘introduction” and remove “background to the study.” In the second paragraph of the introduction, you only cited one author; additional citation is needed. Please address this. In the first paragraph, it seems you are stating the problem; this needs to be reworked. The introduction should be revised entirely as it does not provide a comprehensive background to the study. 

What is “problematic?” Or you want to say, “problem statements”. Please use scientific terminology in your writing. I suggest you merge the problem statement with the introduction. You often repeat the challenges of occupational health hazards in your write-up. Please avoid repetition in your writing to enhance smooth reading for the readers. You have too many short paragraphs that could be merged to form longer, more cohesive ones. Overall, your problem statement doesn’t highlight the problem your study is addressing and the intended gap to be filled. Please revisit this. Merge the introduction with the problem statement, and at the end, clearly state the study’s purpose, research questions/objectives, and the research gap. Identify previous studies conducted in this area of inquiry, noting their contribution and identifying the gap the current research is filling.

Literature Review

Please shorten the subheadings for clarity and consistency. For example, you can change “types of agricultural activities practiced by rural farmers” to “agricultural practices among rural farmers.” Ensure this is also done for other subheadings in the literature review. Please ensure to arrange references in alphabetical order when citing in text. Some of the writings under “types of agricultural activities practiced by rural farmers” don’t have anything to do with agricultural practices, as the subheading implies, particularly the whole of the last paragraph. Please remove the last paragraph and rewrite this session to capture the main idea. 
Please shorten the subheading and merge the next section of the literature review into one or two paragraphs. Let there be clarification between the literature and the problem statement. Please revisit this section and review the literature on occupational health hazards. Merge the sections “Temporal incidence of occupational health hazards among rural farmers” with “Cases of occupational health hazards of agricultural practices among rural farmers” into a single subheading. Please limit the number of paragraphs to ensure a smooth reading, and restructure and reorganize your writing for clarity and flow. Please remove the full stops from the subheadings.

Methodology

Please divide this into subsections, including study area, research design, sampling techniques, data collection, and analysis, and clearly describe each. You mentioned the local government areas were grouped into three senatorial districts, but you mentioned two; this needs to be corrected for consistency. You are silent about the qualitative methodology in this section, but you mentioned earlier that the study is a mixed-methods research. Please include a detailed explanation of the qualitative component, including sampling, data collection, and analysis. If you adopted a multi-stage sampling technique, please provide the sequential process you followed to achieve this. Please justify your sampling process scientifically, e.g., “purposive random sampling”, “random sampling, " or “two-stage random sampling.” Please explain the steps taken to select participants, provide justification for each step, and explain for clarity to the readers. Are you saying cutlasses and first aid boxes are protective gadgets? What do you mean by a multifaceted approach in analysis? Please explain for the readers. Why do you need GIS? Please explain how you use the GIS outputs in the results section. Avoid describing a method you did not use in your study in the methodology; explain how you used the ones mentioned, and how they are applicable in the results section. The methodology must be revisited for clarity, coherence, and scientific rigor. 
Results

Please remove the numbering (e.g., “4.1”) since no prior numbering was established in the manuscript.  Tables should be written to begin with block letters. Please remove “descriptive table.” This is unnecessary. What do you mean by, for example, in reporting your findings, are you saying your findings are an example? The description of the types of agricultural activities and the table are unclear. For example, what does this “220, 19.13%” mean? How do you account for the 1500 farmers you collected data from? The numbers are not aligning. In Table 2, you have 1550 responses, but you collected data from 1500 farmers. Please clarify. All the Tables need to be reorganized for clarity. Your narrative is currently difficult for the reader to follow; please rewrite this completely to improve clarity, coherence, and logical flow.  Please begin by presenting the demographic/socio-economic data of the respondents for the study to give readers a clear context for understanding the data. Additionally, please provide findings from the qualitative data alongside the quantitative results. Where did you present the findings from the chi-square analysis you mentioned in the methodology? 
Conclusion and Recommendation

Please consider drawing conclusions based on the study's findings and present them under a clearly labelled “Conclusion” heading. The conclusion should be concise, ideally written in one or two well-developed paragraphs. Harmonize your writing to avoid unnecessary repetition and ensure a smooth and logical flow of ideas. Additionally, the recommendation section should be based explicitly on the study’s findings and conclusions. Write the recommendations in prose form, not as bullet points or numbered sentences, and ensure they are clearly linked to the evidence presented in the study. 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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