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	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 addresses a critical issue in agricultural sustainability and food security by examining the determinants of FARO rice variety adoption among smallholder farmers in South-West Nigeria. The study provides valuable insights into socio-economic and institutional factors affecting technology uptake, highlighting the significance of farm experience and variety attributes. It contributes to both academic literature and practical agricultural development by offering data-driven recommendations for enhancing extension services, credit access, and market linkages. Additionally, the focus on local context and a comprehensive approach improves understanding of varietal adoption dynamics in sub-Saharan Africa, thereby supporting policymaking and innovation dissemination.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable as it clearly reflects the study's focus on determinants, adoption, and intensity among smallholder farmers in a specific geographic region. However, consider the following for conciseness:

 "Determinants and Intensity of FARO Rice Variety Adoption among Smallholder Farmers in South-West Nigeria."
	

	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 and informative, summarizing objectives, methodology, results, and key implications. However, it can be improved by briefly highlighting the policy relevance of the findings and reducing repetition like socio-demographic details could be shortened to make space for emphasizing recommendations.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology (multi-stage sampling, use of descriptive and inferential statistics) is appropriate. Results are consistent with existing literature, and the analysis logically supports the conclusions. Some sections, however, could benefit from deeper statistical discussion, especially regarding why certain socio-economic factors (education, age) were not significant in this context.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are mostly recent and relevant, reflecting current research on rice adoption and agricultural technology in Nigeria. Including more international comparisons or recent meta-analyses on agricultural technology adoption could broaden the perspective.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in understandable English, though there are instances of grammatical errors, awkward phrasing, and redundancy. A careful proofreading and minor language editing would improve clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are informative but could be better formatted for readability.
· The study could briefly discuss gender dynamics in more depth since women are mostly engaged in post-harvest activities.
· The conclusion and recommendations are strong but would benefit from a clearer link to policy frameworks
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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)


	


Reviewer details:

Jodell R. Bulaclac, Nueva Ecija University of Science and Technology, Philippines

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

