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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.


	A paper that addresses the issues on food production and processing for value-addition provides theoretical insights and practical strategies for enhancing economic development. There is need to explore how food processing can enhance productivity and ultimately economic development of a region or country. The econometric approach may be best, resulting in a policy paper or blue-print for interested investors and or government. This focuses on growth and possibility of improvement as there are untapped opportunity in that subsector. Scholarly, assessing the impact of extension programmes in the agricultural sector. Subsequently, providing insights combating the conspicuous challenges and opportunities alike while driving the sector through the path of sustainable agricultural development..
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, the topic must capture the direction of the paper. 

This may be adopted: Impact of Value Addition and Food Processing on Farmers’ Income for Sustainable Agricultural Development Economic through Extension Programmes: An Empirical Review

	

	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 does not show the purpose of the study, methodological approach, and well outlined findings or results. Not the right format for abstract. It flows like an introductory statement. This  “….15-40%compared….” in the abstract was not justified or linked to any empirical review(s). The papers reviewed must be selected and presented systematical and scientifically.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	More need to be done. The paper must state in a table empirical paper reviewed to arrive at the findings.
Besides the tables, figures diagram was not properly labelled. The sources must be stated.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Most references are void of doi and or appropriate links. More recent citations should be used. Perhaps, overreliance on pre-prints. There is need for consistency in that section.
	

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


	Fair but Proper paragraphing and punctuations should be used to separate thoughts and or theme within each section
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	The thoughts and discourse must flow towards the objective(s)
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