Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Agriculture and Forestry 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRAF_133878

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	RESOURCE USE EFFICIENCY AMONG SMALL-SCALE YAM FARMERS IN IKOM AGRICULTURAL ZONE, CROSS RIVER STATE, NIGERIA

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 research tackles important issues regarding agricultural productivity and efficiency in resource use amongst smallholder yam farmers in Nigeria, which is a country currently struggling with food security and poverty. By estimating technical and allocative efficiencies of yam farmers and identifying critical constraints (e.g., high costs of inputs and land tenure), this paper provides practicable policy suggestions for decision-makers and development practitioners. The suggestions to subsidize inputs, improve access to finance, and strengthen extension services are relevant to Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) on food security and responsible consumption and production. This information will help stakeholders improve yam production systems both in Nigeria and comparable circumstances.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the manuscript seems fine however “Resource Use Efficiency Among Small-Scale Yam Farmers: A Case Study of Ikom Agricultural Zone, Cross River State, Nigeria” can be more audience friendly, interesting and motivating title for this particular manuscript.
	

	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 well organized; however, it would be beneficial include a sentence noting the policy implications of the findings (e.g., "this study also highlights the importance of targeted interventions to tackle institutional constraints and reduce underutilization of inputs").
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The methodology is sound, with the introduction of appropriate and relevant instruments such as the Allocative Efficiency Index (AEI) and stochastic frontier analysis. However, it would be helpful to clarify the following points: Justification for sampling: Describe why you selected a proportionate ratio of 15% in determining the selection of your sample of 240 farmers. Explanation of technical efficiency: Explain why a mean of 63% shows inefficiency and how this relates to similar studies we referenced as part of the framework for this analysis. Return to Scale (RTS): Provide a brief explanation of "increasing returns to scale (Ep > 1)" for readers that may not be as familiar with this concept.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally adequate and relevant yet: Update older citations (i.e., Adinya et al., 2008) with more recent studies (i.e., from 2020) where possible. Ensure that all references are formatted according to the journal’s guidelines. Also, include a few landmark studies in agricultural efficiency such as: Coelli et al. (2005), An Introduction to Efficiency and Productivity Analysis.
	

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


	The language in this article is fine. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Data Representation: Transform Tables 4 and 5 with visual tools such as bar charts or heatmaps that allow for a more straightforward ranking evaluations of the constraint. 

Policy Connections: Provide additional richness to the discussion by connecting the findings to Nigeria’s agriculture policy (i.e., National Agricultural Technology Adoption Policy).
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