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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 fills a critical evidence gap on how Islamic-compliant agricultural credit from the Agricultural Development Fund (ADF) boosts agribusiness incomes in Nangarhar Province, Afghanistan, where farming underpins over 60% of rural livelihoods amid post-2021 financial contraction. By blending paired t-tests, Cohen's d effect sizes, and Cobb-Douglas estimations on real survey data from 30 clients, it demonstrates medium-to-large income gains (dz=0.70, capital elasticity 0.60) while pinpointing collateral and procedural hurdles—insights vital for policymakers scaling finance in fragile, Sharia-sensitive contexts. For the scientific community in agribusiness and agricultural economics, this work advances understanding of credit's role in capital-deepening under constant returns to scale, offering a replicable empirical blueprint for similar conflict-affected regions where informal lending dominates. It also underscores gender and rural-urban blind spots, urging more inclusive designs that pair credit with extension services to amplify productivity beyond services like tractor rentals.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Assessing the Impact of Agricultural Development Fund ADF Credit on the income of Agribusinesses in Nangarhar-Afghanistan" is mostly suitable, as it clearly signals the focus on ADF credit's income effects in a specific locale. However, it has grammatical issues like missing "the" before "income," inconsistent capitalization, and a missing comma after "Nangarhar" that make it less polished for scholarly publication.

​Suggested alternative: "Assessing the Impact of Agricultural Development Fund (ADF) Credit on Agribusiness Income in Nangarhar Province, Afghanistan.
	

	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 fairly comprehensive, outlining objectives, methods (survey, t-test, Cobb-Douglas), key results (significant income rise, p<0.001; elasticities), constraints (collateral, procedures), and policy suggestions. It effectively captures the study's dual aims and practical implications for Afghan agribusiness finance.

​Suggestions: Add a sentence on sample size (n=30 ADF clients) and study limitations (e.g., no control group, reliance on recall data) for transparency.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is largely scientifically sound, with appropriate use of paired t-tests for pre-post income changes (t=5.33, p<0.001), Cohen's dz for effect size, and Cobb-Douglas for input elasticities (labor 0.41, capital 0.60; returns to scale ~1), backed by diagnostics like Breusch-Pagan and RESET tests. Methods suit the cross-sectional design with recall data, and findings align with global literature on credit's productivity boosts in developing contexts.​

Minor issues include small purposive sample (n=30 from 35 eligible, 86% response), potential recall bias in pre-credit incomes, absence of a non-borrower control (limiting causality claims), and unaddressed endogeneity in production function (e.g., via IV regression). Tables are consistent, but some stats vary slightly across text (e.g., mean difference AFN 332k vs. 402k—likely typos).
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are sufficient (40+ sources) and mostly recent, with strong 2023-2025 coverage on credit impacts (e.g., Boansi 2024, Khan & Kim 2025, Lelisho & Lelisho 2024) and Afghan-specific works (Moahid & Maharjan 2020-2021). They ground lit review well in Sub-Saharan Africa, Pakistan, and Iran analogs, plus Islamic finance standards (AAOIFI 2021).
	

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


	Professional editing is essential for clarity, flow, and precision—aim for concise, active voice as in top ag econ journals like Agricultural Economics.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Strengths include policy-relevant findings for ADF refinement (e.g., flexible collateral, production focus) and tables effectively summarizing Likert data and econometrics. Expand limitations section (small n, no counterfactual, urban bias as 70% service firms); consider robustness checks like PSM for selection bias.

This paper gives useful data on how ADF loans boost farm business incomes in Afghanistan, with good numbers and smart policy tips. But: clean up English and typos, explain small sample limits better and tweak title/abstract.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

This manuscript raises minor ethical concerns due to the complete absence of any mention of informed consent, ethical approval from an Institutional Review Board (IRB) or equivalent, or data anonymity assurances for the 30 surveyed ADF clients’ standard requirements for primary human subjects’ research involving questionnaires on finances and businesses.
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