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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.

	This manuscript provides critical empirical evidence on the socioeconomic barriers to agricultural modernization, specifically regarding NERICA rice adoption in Sierra Leone. It contributes to the scientific discourse by demonstrating that technological success is heavily dependent on specific demographic factors and extension services rather than seed quality alone. Furthermore, the study offers a replicable framework for evaluating the gap between production and post-harvest technology adoption in developing rural economies.
	

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

	The title "Factors Influencing Adoption of the New Rice for Africa Technologies by Smallholder Farmers in Selected Chiefdoms in Sierra Leone" is generally suitable for a scientific book chapter, as it is descriptive and identifies the key variables.
	

	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.

	Suggested Additions
· Methodological Detail: You mention a "multi-stage sampling procedure" and "purposive" selection, but you should briefly state the specific variables tested in the logistic regression (e.g., age, household size, access to credit).
· Quantitative Results: While you mention the $R^2$ for post-harvest technologies, you should also include the significance levels ($p$-values) or the specific coefficients for the production technology results. For example, which demographic factors had the strongest influence?
· The "Problem" Statement: Add a single opening sentence explaining why this study matters (e.g., "Despite the potential of NERICA rice to alleviate poverty, adoption rates remain inconsistent in West Africa").
Suggested Deletions
· Redundancy: The phrase "The data were purposively obtained... through a multi-stage sampling procedure from NERICA farmers in both chiefdoms" is slightly repetitive. You can combine these into one concise sentence to save space.
· Unclear Recommendations: The final sentence is a bit "wordy." It can be tightened to focus on the specific policy actions rather than listing them as a long, descriptive string.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript is conceptually correct and addresses a valid research gap. However, its scientific weight would be greatly increased by including specific statistical coefficients (beta weights) and discussing the unexplained variance in the post-harvest model.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	To strengthen the scientific rigor of your book chapter, I recommend adding 2–3 very recent sources (2023–2025) that focus on climate resilience and post-harvest digital tools, as these are current "hot topics" in African agricultural adoption research.
· 

	

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

	
Needs Moderate Revision
The writing contains several "non-native" phrasing habits and grammatical inconsistencies that can detract from the scientific authority of the work.




	

	Optional/General comments

	
TitleMake it more concise; include "NERICA" acronym.
MethodologyClarify the "purposive" sampling criteria to address potential bias.
DataInclude $p$-values and directional influence (positive/negative correlation)
.ReferencesUpdate the 2015 census data and remove irrelevant medical citations.
 

	















	PART  2: 


	
	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)

There are no  ethical issues in this manuscript 
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