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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 contributes meaningful evidence to the growing body of research on Gender-Based Violence (GBV), particularly in the agricultural sector—a context that is often overlooked. Its focus on livelihood and well-being of women in agricultural firms in Ondo State, Nigeria, offers localized empirical insights that can guide targeted interventions, workplace reforms, and policy development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is clear, comprehensive, and accurately reflects the content of the study.

However, it is very long.
	

	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 generally comprehensive and aligned with the structure of the paper. It clearly states the objective, methods, key findings, and recommendations. Consider briefly indicating the sampling frame (10 firms, 110 respondents) for context, mention factor analysis explicitly since it is a major analytical method in the paper and that the abstract could better emphasize the specific implications for livelihood and well-being.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and presents a coherent narrative supported by empirical data. The methodology is appropriate and well described, especially the sampling procedure and statistical tools. Results are clearly presented and logically interpreted in relation to existing literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Include more global references on GBV frameworks (UN Women, UNFPA, ILO).
	

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


	The paper is generally well written. The language is clear and understandable, though several sentences are lengthy and may benefit from restructuring.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Tables are informative but somewhat lengthy; consider merging related items to reduce redundancy. It would strengthen the paper to report reliability statistics (Cronbach’s alpha) for the questionnaire. Ethical procedures (e.g., consent, anonymity) should be explicitly stated in the Methods section. Figures could help visualize factor analysis results for readers.
The manuscript is strong, publishable, and relevant. Only minor revisions—primarily in clarity, ethical statement inclusion, and reference polishing—are required before acceptance
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