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	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 valuable empirical evidence on agricultural credit utilization among smallholder farmers in Ondo State, Nigeria. It highlights the dual role of credit in supporting farm production and household welfare, which is highly relevant for developing economies dominated by smallholder systems. The findings offer useful insights for policymakers and financial institutions aiming to improve the effectiveness of agricultural credit schemes. The study contributes meaningfully to the literature on rural finance and smallholder agricultural development.
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	Yes
	

	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 well-structured, clearly stating the objective, methodology, and key findings. However, minor improvements are suggested to enhance clarity, such as reducing repetition in reporting percentages and mean values and briefly highlighting the policy implications of the findings in one concluding sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. Minor clarifications, such as explicitly stating the population size used in the Yamane formula, would further improve methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and recent, with several studies from the last five years supporting the analysis. However, a careful review of the reference list is recommended, as one or two cited sources appear weakly aligned with the core focus on agricultural credit utilization and smallholder farming. Replacing non-agricultural or non-peer-reviewed sources with closely related empirical studies would further strengthen the manuscript.
	

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


	The language and overall presentation are suitable for scholarly communication. Minor grammatical and typographical errors are present and can be addressed through careful proofreading.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The tables are clearly presented and effectively support the discussion. The results and discussion sections are well linked to existing literature, though some repetition can be reduced to improve conciseness. Overall, only minor revisions are required to enhance clarity and presentation
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