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	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.


	This article makes a significant contribution to our knowledge of how agricultural finance enhances food security in Burundian rural communities. Given the regional and global focus on smallholder resilience, rural finance, and food security, the study is timely. It offers solid proof of how agricultural loans may increase access to inputs, productivity levels, and meal frequency by combining descriptive statistics with rigorous quantitative analysis (ANOVA, chi-square, logistic regression). The results are significant for scholars, politicians, and development professionals because they show the advantages and disadvantages of loan programs in sub-Saharan Africa. The study's significance is strengthened by the practical dimension added by the identification of institutional and economic constraints.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate, clear, and reflects the content of the manuscript. It could be slightly refined for conciseness and impact: Suggested alternative: “Agricultural Loans and Food Security: Evidence from Rural Households in Ngozi, Burundi”

	

	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 study's backdrop, goals, methodology, key findings, and conclusions are all included in this thorough and organized abstract. Here are some ideas:


· Provide a succinct, numerical reference to the sample size and technique (e.g., "384 households surveyed").

· Make the statistical tests (logistic regression, ANOVA, and chi-square) clear to readers who are skimming abstracts.

· To keep the focus on outcomes, think about distilling the discussion of restrictions a little.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article is good in terms of science. The sampling, data gathering, and analysis processes are all clearly defined, making the approach suitable. The statistical tests are appropriate for the goals of the research. The results' interpretation aligns with the provided data.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient, covering both regional and global studies. Most are recent (2021–2024), which is appropriate. A few suggestions:

· Include additional recent literature on financial inclusion and food security in sub-Saharan Africa (2022–2025) to strengthen the contextual framing.

· Check for consistency in reference formatting (some journal titles are italicized, some are not).
	

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


	The English used in the paper is legible and straightforward, making it appropriate for academic writing. Readability might be enhanced by a few minor grammatical corrections, such as:

"This impact is mediated through increased access to modern inputs" ; "This impact is mediated through increased access to modern inputs."

Phrases like "agricultural credit is a positive but conditional lever for food security" ; "agricultural credit is a positive but conditional tool for improving food security" should be avoided.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables are well-presented; consider adding a map of the study area for better geographic context.

· Consider briefly discussing policy implications in the conclusion to guide stakeholders.

Recommendation: Minor Revision

· The manuscript is scientifically sound and relevant. Minor revisions are suggested regarding abstract refinement, reference consistency, and minor language improvements.
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There were no significant ethical problems found. Data anonymization and verbal informed permission are recorded, which is suitable for this research.


	


Reviewer details:

Mihretu Tesfaye Oyato, Arba Minch University, Ethiopia
Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)


