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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.


	The manuscript is important in contributing to scientific research as follows:
1. Contribute to scientific research in the field of Agric pests control

2. Contribute to policy decision making in agriculture that will enhance food security in the country

3. It will reveal gaps for future scientific research on pest control
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title needs fine tuning. “Farmers Perception and Knowledge in the management of major pests of rice in Seirra  Leone” looks more of a statement than a researchable topic. It should be corrected to read: “Assessing/Assessment (of) farmers perception and knowledge in the management of major pests that attack rice in Serra Leone”
	

	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.


	Abstract needs revision as there is no flow of the summarized findings of the study. Thers is too much information on demographic characteristics of farmers in the abstract which must be reduced
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, manuscript met scientific requirement but requires some corrections. For example, the use of the word “MAJOR PEST” has not been clearly expatiated. Scientific research requires author to be very specific. Also, the use of wrong prepositions and omission of some important prepositions like “in” make sentences ambiguous and difficult to understand. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, except one reference Yamane (1973), there are a lot of new editions on statistics and can be changed
	

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


	Language is ok, though there is more room for improvement. Connectivity of ideas is missing. Authors need to apply the MEAL plan (M-what is the main idea you want to talk about? E-evidence supporting the idea you raise, A-analysis of the idea, i.e. how is the idea connected to or differ from your research and L-lead sentence to the next idea) 
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Author needs to stick to one citation style/format and not mix them. Author used both APA and Chicago styles intext citation in the manuscript which must be corrected to just one style
2. Manuscript introduction does not present sufficient literature of the problem statement  

3. Author used a mixed method approach but failed to show how qualitative and quantitative methods were synthesized 

4. Grammar need refinement as this affects understanding
5. Author should also take notice of the use punctuations.

6. Discussion is presented like literature. Author should give analysis of his/her own research findings and buttress findings with previous literature.
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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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