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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 to the scientific as it gives the actual picture of differences between adopters and non - adopters of the intervention in terms of gains ad loss. It presents how much should it be if there could be no intervention for the treated group. Thus, this intervention sets the limits of how non adopters will be required to do so that they match in terms of gains with adopters.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable as indicate what it is contained in.
	

	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 not comprehensive as the following information are missing, needs to be incorporated:
1. Research gap is missing so that the reader can understand why it was done, it detracts readers.

2. If the case is low productivity, the extent of it need to specified as a motive for the research.

3. The sample size is presented. However, there is no information of they were sampled from each village regardless of being 15.

4. There is no inclusion of research design that could indicate the plan of ensuring both participants could either have equal chance of being selected or otherwise.

5. No distance of location between adopters and non - adopters and how spill -overs could have been isolated so that we are sure that what is measured from non - adopters is purely from their efforts

6. How data were analysed and spill-overs isolated.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Based on the model employed, the manuscript it correct and scientifically true.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Not sufficient. The author can go further and search for Baker, he has done much research on intervention and how spill-overs can be isolated between treated and control group.
	

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


	The Language is fine, it is friendly readable.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study is interesting.
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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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