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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.


	1. This is a significant piece of research work which contributes holistically towards making rural livelihoods sustainable - a worldwide initiative and specially relevant to the developing economies. 

2. It contributes relevant scientific content towards studying farming in Nigerian agrarian ecosystems. 

3. It’s a fresh perspective on agroforestry in this belt and how it contributes to female involvement and empowerment in this economic circuit.

4. This research work takes a sensitive look at the major challenges  like lack of supportive  policies on environmental issues, inadequate legal framework towards agroforestry, inadequate budget allocation, limited local participation, and climate change issues - all of these concerns are hugely relevant to researchers of this subject today.

5. It studies women as important economic agents but who are still not being fully recognised for their commercial contribution because of the discriminatory social setup.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	1. Clear, direct and summarizes the researches thoughts succintly

2. It is optional if the researcher wishes to make the title more specific by adding the word Tree after Shea and it looks like “GENDER AND SOCIO-CULTURAL DIMENSIONS OF SHEA TREE ECONOMY IN NIGERIA”. I suggest this because the manuscript is a detailed study of the entire shea tree (from plantation to farming to commercialization) not just the shea fruit and its derivatives. It thoroughly studies the process of ownership of the tree, selection of superior trees and elimination of inferior trees - a good and healthy approach.
	

	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.


	1. The abstract is detailed and elaborate. This may be condensed to be crisp and compressed.

2. It is suggested that abstract be restricted within 200 to 250 words. However, if a 300 worded abstract is acceptable to the journal editors, then it may continue as such. 

3. ‘Sustainable local livelihoods’ may be considered for inclusion as ‘Keywords’ in the abstract as its considered often in the manuscript
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	1. Affirmative - this mauscript is a healthy scientific contribution towards examining the gender, sociocultural dimensions and exploring the levels of exploitation in agro-economy of Nigeria related to shea tree.

2. It highlights the supportive policy and lack of implementation of such a policy in this trade format.

3. This also becomes the basis of directions for the policy makers.

4. It contributes effective suggestions for women empowerment, social justice and gender politics.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	1. Please make the referencing section more robust.
2. Only one research work of 2021 has been cited (in the first para of ‘Introduction’) and two references from ‘World Fact Book’ in 2022 have been referred to, even though the ‘abstract’ states place and duration of study as:  “Selected states in the shea belt of Nigeria between December 2020 and April 2021”. This is of concern as no reference is mentioned between 2018 till 2021 except the 3 mentioned in this observation above. 
3. The latest references cited are from 2018, thus the gap between 2018 and 2021 is vast. A lot of good work has been done and must be included in this research work to make it relevant to the recent times. Otherwise the research is based on data from the past era not the ‘recent past’ making the analysis lukewarm for studying recent practices, trends and future forecasting.
4. Alternately, researcher should specify the time zone within which the research is based on. For eg data studied within 2000 to 2015 or over a period of 10 years from 2007 to 2017 etc. Thus future researchers may study this work as a stepping stone for their research.

	

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


	Its simple, easy to comprehend and a delightful reading on the gender politics in the rural agri-industry in Nigeria. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	Complements to the researcher for the scientific approach, detailed analysis and compilation of the manuscript. The conclusion that “The sharing of the proceeds or income generated from shea business should be discouraged by the community” is heartwarming in the light of the challenges listed, researched and supported with relevant field data in this research work.
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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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