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Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
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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 is important for the scientific community to share new results, discoveries, and insights with the stakeholders. 

This manuscript is relevant to the scientific community, providing evidence-based information to farmers, policymakers, and stakeholders to make informed decisions. This manuscript is important for the scientific community to promote innovation and development in the agriculture sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title of the article is suitable
	

	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 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct 
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The English language and quality of the article are suitable for scholarly communication. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper format and structure adhere to the standard format (Abstract, Introduction, Methods, Results, Discussion, Conclusion References).                                                                                                                                                                            The manuscript's Results and Discussion sections are not organized. This makes the research look inconclusive and confusing.                                                                                                                                                                                  The manuscript is polished and presents fewer grammatical problems and formatting artifacts. (grammar issues, especially inconsistent punctuation).
1. Abstract: The abstract is correct, with correct wording, and the background is well presented, attracting the reader to the reality of the context. The objectives are well defined.  
2. Introduction: contextual, but the objective is left behind, less than a page needs more literature review to back up your results and the link with the global reality
3. Material and Methods: correct, move the table 1 and its interpretation to the results
4. Results: what have you found question is to be answered here then the result should be essential for discussion.
Table 1 is supposed to be here, not in the Materials and methods and the table should be mentioned below to their explanations for all the variables. Table1-2 supposed to have its footnote below the table. 
Remove the literature below Table 1 from 1- 6. This literature is supposed to be in the introduction. 

5. Discussion: This is where you have to do the interpretation of the findings and their implications.  

6. Conclusion: The conclusion is to light, could be extracted from discussions, and more explicitly addressed to future research directions and the potential for collaborative studies. Provide clear justification for your work and indicate the uses
8. References: add references and numbering if possible. 

NB: work on the Results and Discussion separately so that you can avoid confusions 
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