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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 study looks at the credit utilization pattern among small scale farmers in Ondo State, Nigeria. The main findings are that credit is mostly utilized for short term operations and welfare needs of households, rather than on long term productive investments. Credit thus serves a dual function of supporting production and household welfare. The study recommends that in order to improve credit effectiveness among small holder farmers, there is need to develop policies that enhance loan accessibility, strengthen financial management and link credit with input and market support.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title is appropriate.
	

	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 enough and covers the essential elements on the study. However, it may be improved by including the significance of the study and also mentioning the sample size.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is sound and appropriate, and data collection methods are robust.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and recent. However, Utibaev et al (2024) is missing in the reference list.
	

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


	The quality of English language used is  suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· There is no empirical evidence on how farmers in Ondo state utilize their agricultural credit facilities
· Inadequate focus in literature on credit utilization behaviour as distinct from credit access and repayment among small scale farmers
· No detailed quantitative analysis on how agricultural credit is allocated across farm and non-farm activities

· Cite the bench mark of that validates a Cronbach’s alpha of 0.7 as adequate
· What is the connection between 603 (sampling frame) and 240 (sample size). Explain how 603 translates to 240. Which figure was used for population size  in the Yamane formula?
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues in the manuscript
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