Review Form 3


	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Agricultural Extension, Economics & Sociology 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJAEES_154526

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Profitability Analysis of Animal Traction for Smallholder Farmers in Eastern Uganda: A Case of Busoga Sub-region

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	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.


	The study provides quantifiable proof of profitability and investment viability of Animal traction as an appropriate, profitable, economically viable option for small scale farmers in Busoga sub region of Uganda.
It is a mechanization option for smallholder farming systems in mixed crop-livestock enterprises, contributing to literature on appropriate mechanization for small farms, especially in regions where tractor adoption is limited.
The study compares two mechanization investment pathways i.e. Basic Animal Traction (BAT) and Advanced Animal Traction (AAT). This comparative framework helps scientists analyse Mechanization intensification strategies and Income diversification through mechanization services. Such models can be replicated in other regions or farming systems.

Sensitivity analysis contributes to the scientific understanding of risk in agricultural investments showing and helping researchers understand the economic resilience and vulnerability of mechanization enterprises.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is adequate as it is


	

	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.


	There is need to improve on gramma and wording . for instance, Use of "focus discussion groups". Correct one is Focus Group Discussions (FGDs
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Whilst the manuscript is scientifically correct, it can benefit from improvements by condensing some areas where there is repetition in the introduction and conclusion.
It can also be improved by having good flow between paragraphs such as the transitions between global context → Uganda → Eastern Uganda → Busoga

Study period inconsistency such as  “two months from mid-March to early June 2024” . This can be rephrased as  
“The study was conducted between mid-March and early June 2024.”

Wording on total number of participants can be improved on.
The discussion section can benefit from improvements as follows:

· comparison with other animal traction profitability studies

· comparison with tractor mechanization economics

· comparison with other African countries
· compare IRR results with benchmarks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient but there is inconsistent formatting, mixing of reference style and there is need for  DOI formatting.
	

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


	The paper can benefit from improvements .The main issues are language precision, repetition, formatting and grammar corrections.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The paper is good but needs strong language and grammar corrections.
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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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