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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.


	The manuscript makes a clear and relevant contribution by providing an empirically grounded estimate of value added in MSME-level Robusta coffee processing using the Hayami method, a framework that remains widely cited yet unevenly applied at the micro-enterprise scale. Its importance lies in demonstrating—through transparent cost and conversion data—how small agro-processors can capture a relatively high share of value (over 40%) within a structurally asymmetric coffee value chain. For the scientific community, the study offers replicable evidence that can be used to compare value-added performance across regions and processing scales, while also informing debates on upgrading strategies and income distribution in global and domestic coffee chains.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title is generally suitable for Asian Research Journal of Agriculture because it clearly reflects the core variables (value added, Robusta coffee, Hayami method) and the applied agro-industrial focus expected by the journal. However, it is somewhat long and highly case-specific, which may limit its appeal to a broader regional readership interested in methodological or comparative insights rather than a single MSME.

To better align with ARJA’s scope while retaining empirical clarity, the title could be slightly reframed to foreground the analytical contribution rather than the firm name. A more suitable alternative would be:

“Value-Added Analysis of Robusta Coffee Processing Using the Hayami Method: Evidence from a Small-Scale Agroindustry in Indonesia.”

This revision maintains methodological precision and regional relevance while avoiding excessive specificity, thereby strengthening the manuscript’s positioning for a wider Asian and international agricultural research audience.


	

	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 largely comprehensive and well structured, as it clearly states the objective, data source, analytical method (Hayami), and the main quantitative findings. For ARJA’s standards, it already performs its core function effectively by summarizing what was done and what was found without unnecessary narrative detail 

That said, two refinements would strengthen it. First, the abstract would benefit from one explicit analytical implication, not merely a managerial recommendation, for example, what the reported value-added ratio implies for MSME upgrading or local value capture in coffee agroindustry more broadly. Second, the conclusion sentence could be tightened by avoiding generic phrasing (“can further strengthen competitiveness”) and instead linking improvements explicitly to cost structure, processing efficiency, or scale constraints, which are central to the Hayami framework. No major deletions are needed; the issue is not length but sharpening the analytical signal rather than expanding descriptive claims.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically correct in its core calculations, data handling, and use of the Hayami method, and there are no fundamental methodological errors that would invalidate the results. The application of the value-added framework follows established procedures, the numerical consistency between inputs, outputs, and derived indicators is sound, and the interpretation of the value-added ratio aligns with commonly used thresholds in agro-industrial studies.

That said, scientific correctness here should be understood as methodological validity within a narrow analytical scope. The main limitation is not technical error, but inferential overreach: conclusions about competitiveness and sustainability extend beyond what a single-case, descriptive Hayami analysis can strictly support. These issues do not render the manuscript incorrect, but they do require tighter framing of claims to remain fully defensible. With clearer boundary-setting on generalization and implications, the manuscript meets acceptable scientific standards for publication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references list in the manuscript appears adequate in covering foundational and method-specific works, but it is not sufficiently recent nor aligned with the latest empirical studies on value-added analysis and coffee value chains. Several recently published case studies apply similar analytical frameworks (e.g., Hayami method in coffee MSME contexts) and could strengthen both the empirical context and the discussion of methodological comparability. For example, 2024–2025 studies on coffee value chains and added value in various Indonesian regions provide direct comparators for scope and results interpretation. 

Suggestions for additional references (to justify empirical relevance and situate the contribution within recent literature):

· Herdiani et al. (2024) — value chain and added value analysis for coffee products in Bandung Regency; useful for benchmarking value-added results in Indonesian coffee agroindustries. 

· Herdiani, L., Jamaludin, M., Rizkinita, M. A., Sudirman, I., & Rohimat, I. (2024). The value chain analysis of coffee products in the case of Bandung District. Almana: Jurnal Manajemen dan Bisnis, 8(2), 306-317.

· Ummah (2025) — robusta ground coffee supply chain and added value analysis; an up-to-date case that uses similar methods and can help contextualize findings. 

· Ummah, R. R. M., & Tondang, I. S. (2025). Supply Chain Analysis and Added Value of Ground Coffee Processed Product (Case Study: Sukmojati Coffee Agroindustry, Pasuruan). Jurnal Agrimanex: Agribusiness, Rural Management, and Development Extension, 6(1), 31-47.

· Tania et al. (2025) — application of Hayami method in another agro-processing context, illustrating current methodological usage in Indonesian agricultural studies. 

· Tania, F. J., Tridakusumah, A. C., & Ernah, E. (2025). Value Added Analysis of Hanjeli Raw Materials and its Development Strategy at Pantastik Cooperative, Wado, Sumedang. Agrisocionomics: Jurnal Sosial Ekonomi Pertanian, 9(3).

In addition, conceptual framing could benefit from including recent agribusiness and value-added agriculture definitions that clarify broader sectoral implications beyond case specificity (e.g., value-added agriculture concept). 

In its current form, the references are not fully representative of the most recent research trajectories, and the inclusion of the above (and similar recent peer-reviewed articles) would strengthen the manuscript’s scientific grounding without altering its core argument.


	

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


	Overall, the English is adequate for scholarly communication and the manuscript is generally clear, readable, and logically structured. The authors use appropriate academic vocabulary, and key concepts, methods, and results are communicated without ambiguity.

That said, the language quality is uneven in places. Several sentences are overly long, repetitive, or descriptive, which occasionally weakens analytical sharpness. There are also minor grammatical inconsistencies (e.g. article use, prepositions, and verb tense) and instances where phrasing reflects literal translation rather than idiomatic academic English. These issues do not obscure meaning but reduce stylistic precision.

In sum, the manuscript does not require major language rewriting, but it would benefit from careful copy-editing or professional proofreading to improve conciseness, reduce redundancy, and strengthen the academic tone.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript presents a clear and empirically consistent analysis of value added in MSME-level Robusta coffee processing. The research design is appropriate, the Hayami method is correctly applied, and the results are internally coherent, making the study suitable for consideration in a regional agricultural journal such as ARJA.

However, the contribution remains largely confirmatory. The discussion would benefit from deeper analytical engagement with the assumptions and limitations of the Hayami framework, as well as clearer positioning within broader debates on MSME upgrading and value capture in coffee value chains. Explicitly acknowledging the case-specific nature of the findings would strengthen the manuscript’s scientific rigor and interpretive credibility.

The manuscript is methodologically sound, empirically coherent, and addresses a relevant problem in agro-industrial value-added analysis at the MSME level. The data are consistent, the Hayami method is correctly applied, and the results are interpretable and defensible. The discussion could engage more critically with competing interpretations of value capture and chain governance. These limitations warrant refinement but do not undermine the manuscript’s scientific validity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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