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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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.

	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	
	

	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.

	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	
	

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

	




	

	Optional/General comments

	Review of the Book Chapter:
Assessment of the Role of Capacity Building on Agricultural Productivity: A Case of Mbozi District, Tanzania
1. Clarity and Organization
The chapter is generally well-structured, with clear sections that guide the reader through the study. The introduction provides a good background, but it would benefit from a clearer research problem statement. The objectives of the study are clearly outlined, which is a strength. However, the transitions between sections could be smoother to enhance readability.
2. Relevance and Depth
The chapter covers the topic well, discussing capacity building initiatives and their impact on agricultural productivity. There is a good balance between theoretical discussion and empirical evidence. However, some parts could benefit from deeper analysis, particularly regarding the mechanisms through which capacity building translates into productivity gains.
3. Methodology
The methodology section is well-defined, explaining the research design, data collection methods, and analytical approach. However, it would be beneficial to elaborate on why specific methods were chosen over others. Also, providing more details on the sampling process and possible limitations of the study would strengthen the credibility of the research.
4. Writing and Grammar
The writing is generally clear, but there are occasional grammatical errors and awkward sentence constructions that affect readability. Some paragraphs are overly long, making it harder to follow the argument. Breaking them up and improving conciseness would enhance clarity.
5. Citations and References
The chapter includes relevant citations, but there are some inconsistencies in formatting. Ensuring a uniform citation style and cross-checking references for completeness would improve the academic rigor of the chapter.
Recommendations for Improvement
1. Refine the research problem statement in the introduction for greater clarity.
2. Improve transitions between sections to enhance flow.
3. Expand the discussion on how capacity building directly influences productivity.
4. Provide more justification for the methodological choices and discuss study limitations.
5. Revise for grammar, sentence structure, and conciseness.
6. Standardize the citation style and ensure all references are properly formatted.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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