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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.


	The article is technological in approach and suitable for scientific community. It addresses the significant impacts of packaging on the production and quality preservation of coffee products. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title should be changed to INVESTIGATION ON THE EFFECTS OF TECHNOLOGICAL PACKAGES ON COFFEE PRODUCTION IN NGOZI PROVINCE (PERIOD: 2014-2017).


	

	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.


	Yes it is, but this sentence should be properly rephrased and presented in the abstract by removing the hyphen and replacing it with comma (Experimental trials were conducted in four communes—Busiga, Kiremba, Mwumba, and Tangara—over three coffee seasons. Also the values for level of significance adopted in the research should be clearly stated in the abstract. The keywords should be stated properly in alphabetical order.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but the following observations are made
(1) The spacing between keywords and Introduction on page 1 is too wide

(2) I think the word problematic as heading is improper, why not Statement of Problem or Problem Statement

(3)There is a wide spacing on page2, this should be corrected

(4) Another wide spacing is noted on page3, this should be corrected

(4)Heading 2.2 should be properly aligned to the left

(5) The chemical symbol written on page4 is not correct, this should be corrected

(6)Heading 2.7 should be properly aligned to the left

(7)Heading 3.1.2 and 3.1.4 should be properly rewritten without x symbol

(8) Make sure all the values in the tables with comma are replaced with dot (.)

(9) Make sure all the values in all the tables are properly centralized and aligned

(10)Wide gap in the discussion for heading 5.3 should be corrected

(11) The line before heading 5.5 should be removed

(12)For competing interests, let your font size align with previous trends

(13) The referencing should be unbold. The author should be consistent for all his or her list of references. Seek proper guide from the editor’s templates.

(14)Reduce the gap between competing interests and the heading for list of references on page 11


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Some of the references are old and obsolette, the author should consider referencing from 2010 till now
	

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


	Yeah, it is.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript can only be published after all the observations made by this reviewer has been properly corrected and updated.
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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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