Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Research in Agriculture and Forestry 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJRAF_153149

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Analysis of Opportunities to Enhance the Economic Value of Arabica Coffee as a Leading Non-Timber Forest Product (NTFP) on Lombok Island

	Type of the Article
	Research 


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 makes a valuable contribution to the field of sustainable forest management and non-timber forest products (NTFPs). It addresses the critical intersection of agroforestry systems, specialty coffee production, and community-based economic development in tropical forest landscapes. The research is particularly timely given the growing global demand for sustainably sourced coffee and the increasing recognition of NTFPs as viable alternatives to extractive forest use. The manuscript provides a comprehensive framework for transforming traditional agricultural commodities into cross-sectoral products with enhanced economic value while maintaining ecological integrity. The focus on Lombok Island's Arabica coffee offers valuable insights that can be adapted to similar agroforestry contexts in other regions, making this work relevant to researchers, policymakers, and practitioners working on sustainable rural development and forest conservation.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	· The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript.

· Consider a slight revision for clarity and impact. The current title is somewhat lengthy. A more concise alternative could be: "Enhancing the Economic Value of Arabica Coffee as a Leading Non-Timber Forest Product: Opportunities from Lombok Island, Indonesia" 
	

	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.


	· Specificity: Consider adding one or two quantitative details if available (e.g., number of farmers interviewed, cupping score of 82.25 mentioned in text)

· Clarity: The phrase "weak value addition" could be more specific, perhaps "limited downstream processing" or "predominantly raw bean marketing"

· Flow: The abstract is slightly dense. Consider breaking the longest sentence ("The findings indicate that key opportunities...") into two sentences for improved readability


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound with appropriate use of literature and logical argumentation. However, several areas require strengthening:
1. The Methods section is extremely brief and lacks essential details. The authors mention 'general interviews, in-depth interviews, document review, field observations, and FGDs' but provide no information about:

• Sample size and selection criteria for informants (How many farmers? Key stakeholders?)

• Number, composition, and size of FGDs

• Specific data collection periods and locations

• Interview guides or key topics explored

• Data saturation criteria

• Ethical approval procedures and informed consent
2. Section 3 is titled 'results and discussion' but reads primarily as a discussion with heavy literature integration. There's limited presentation of primary data from the field research. The manuscript would benefit from:

• A clearer distinction between findings from your own data collection versus literature-based analysis

• More direct evidence from interviews (e.g., representative quotes from farmers or key informants)

• Specific examples or observations from field visits

• Summary data or patterns from FGDs


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are appropriate and recent, with most citations from 2018-2024. The reference list demonstrates good familiarity with Indonesian literature on coffee and NTFPs However, international comparative perspectives are underrepresented.
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• Kaplinsky, R., & Morris, M. (2001). A handbook for value chain research. IDRC.

• Blackman, A., & Rivera, J. (2011). Producer-level benefits of sustainability certification. Conservation Biology, 25(6), 1176-1185.


	

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


	The English is generally of good quality and suitable for scholarly communication. The writing is clear, well-structured, and demonstrates strong academic vocabulary. The manuscript is professionally written with only minor areas for improvement.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The conclusion is appropriate but could be strengthened by:

· Explicitly stating study limitations (e.g., geographic scope, sample characteristics)

· Providing specific, actionable recommendations for different stakeholders (farmers, cooperatives, local government, NGOs)

· Suggesting concrete directions for future research
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No significant ethical issues identified in the manuscript content.
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