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	Reviewer’s comment
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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 provides a significant contribution to the scientific community by addressing the types, determinants, and coping strategies of gender-based violence (GBV) experienced by women in the agricultural sector. Empirical data on female agricultural workers, especially in Ondo State, Nigeria, are scarce; this study helps fill this gap and informs regional policy development. By quantitatively examining the impact of GBV on women’s livelihoods and well-being, the study contributes valuable insights to the literature on gender equality, rural sociology, and development economics. Its findings offer practical implications for both researchers and policymakers in designing interventions to reduce GBV and improve women’s socio-economic outcomes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title broadly reflects the study’s content; however, it is long and somewhat complex. A more concise and readable title would enhance clarity and academic visibility. Suggested alternatives include:

· “Gender-Based Violence and Its Effects on the Livelihood and Well-Being of Women in Agricultural Firms in Ondo State, Nigeria”

· “Forms, Risk Factors, and Coping Strategies of Gender-Based Violence Among Women in Agricultural Firms in Ondo State”
These alternatives preserve the study’s focus while improving readability.


	

	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 adequately summarizes the study’s objectives, methodology, and findings; however, several improvements are still needed. There is an inconsistency in the sample size (110 in the abstract vs. 120 in the methods), which needs clarification. The abstract contains many numerical details, which reduce readability; summarizing results in more general terms would improve clarity. Grammatical errors, such as “their right” instead of “their rights,” should be corrected. Additionally, the abstract could be strengthened by briefly emphasizing the study’s original contribution and adding a sentence with concrete policy recommendations. 


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically grounded, and the statistical methods (descriptive statistics, chi-square, and factor analysis) are generally appropriate. However, some methodological issues need clarification. The inconsistency in sample sizes across sections undermines methodological rigor. Explicit research questions or hypotheses are not clearly stated, and technical details for the chi-square analysis (e.g., degrees of freedom) are missing. Information about ethical approval and participant confidentiality is absent, which is essential for studies on sensitive topics like GBV. Overall, the study is not fundamentally flawed, but it requires these clarifications to strengthen its scientific accuracy. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are broadly relevant and mostly up-to-date, with many sources published between 2018 and 2024. However, the literature is primarily focused on Nigeria, and the international perspective is limited. To enhance the study’s scope, it is recommended that reports from international organizations, such as the FAO, UN Women, and ILO, be included. Additionally, theoretical frameworks on well-being, such as the OECD Well-being Framework and Diener’s subjective well-being literature, could provide stronger conceptual grounding.


	

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


	The language is generally understandable but requires improvement to meet the standards of academic publications. Issues include inconsistent verb tenses, singular/plural agreement, improper conjunction use, and structural coherence in particular sentences. Some expressions are closer to conversational English than formal academic writing. Minor typographical errors appear in tables, the abstract, and the results sections. Professional English language editing is recommended before submission. 


	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, the manuscript addresses an important topic and has significant policy relevance. The transitions between results and discussion could be improved for clarity. The conclusion and recommendations are general; more specific and actionable suggestions for agricultural firms, local authorities, and policymakers would enhance the study’s impact. The limitations of the research are not clearly stated, and information about the source and validity of coping strategies is missing. Addressing these aspects would improve the manuscript’s overall contribution.

Additionally, the keywords section should include the term “women” to reflect the study’s target population and enhance indexing and discoverability. The manuscript addresses an important topic and has a valid scientific foundation; however, significant revisions are required to improve methodological clarity, consistency in sample size, ethical considerations, language quality, and keyword selection. Once these major issues are addressed, the manuscript has the potential to be suitable for publication. 
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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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