Review Form 3


	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJAEES_150403

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Yield Gap Analysis and Its Sources in Potato Production in North Bank Plain Zone of Assam

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	This manuscript analyzes potato yield gaps in Assam about the incomplete technology adoption is the main cause. It provides actionable insights for improving productivity using yield gap decomposition, regression analysis, and a Technology Adoption Index. These findings guide interventions to boost food security and farm incomes in Assam.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is accurate and descriptive. It may be improved. 
	

	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. 

It can be improved by adding: 1) mention sample size (n=120) and study districts in the methodology sentence. 2) key policy implication can be concise.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. 

The research design is appropriate.

Yield gap methodology is standard and well-applied.

Regression models are correctly specified and interpreted. 
No major methodological flaws are detected.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are generally sufficient. 

However, some in-text citations (e.g., Mukherjee, 2003; Singh, 2001) are missing from the reference list—this must be corrected. Also, a reference justifying the indexing method ‘Technology Adoption Index’ construct, would be beneficial.
	

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


	The language is clear, understandable, and suitable for scholarly communication. 

There are minor grammatical/spacing issues. Few sentences are very complex, and may be shortened to enhance the readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1) Excellent, transparent methodology section. 

2) Strong integration of results with relevant literature. 

3) Clear, actionable conclusions directly derived from the analysis.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

NO
	


Reviewer details:

Shafi Afroz, Bihar Agricultural University, India

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


