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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 paper contributes meaningfully to the field of study, agricultural innovation. The author amalgamates recent and foundational literature to clearly demonstrate the importance of agricultural innovation, particularly in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The title is concise and appropriate, showing the scope and focus of the study.
	

	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 is well-structured. However, it could be briefly refined to state/explain in a few words the type of literature review employed.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically sound, coherent and logically structured.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficiently adequate and appropriately combine foundational works with recent scholarly studies. Nonetheless, only a small portion or proportion (i.e 6 out of 30) are published within the last 10 years. This clearly indicates that the paper could be strengthened with recent literature; 24 references out of 30
representing 80% are more than 10 years old.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is clear, academically sound and suitable for communication. However, the paper could benefit from MINOR grammatical edits.
	

	Optional/General comments
	The author outlines several important implications. However, the paper did not provide or explicitly state or clearly structure recommendations. As such, the conclusion could be strengthened if concise, clear policy and practice recommendations are articulated. OR the author should separate the conclusion from the Recommendations.
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PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
There are no ethical issues observed or identified as the paper is literature review based. It does not require human or experimental subjects.
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