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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct 

the manuscript and highlight that part in the 
manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

General Comments 

From my point of view, it is a very interesting topic and simultaneously it seems that to the best of 
my knowledge is an important empirical research which examined the factors influencing the 
accessibility of the Anchor Borrowers Programme (ABP) Fund among Rice Farmers in Ebonyi 
State, Nigeria. Specifically, it describes the socio-economic characteristics of the respondents, 
assesses the operation of ABP, and identifies some constraints encountered by the rice farmers in 
accessing the ABP fund. Data collected were analysed using descriptive statistical tools such as 
frequency counts, percentages, mean and standard deviation. In contrast, binary logistic regression 
was used to determine the socio-economic factors influencing the accessibility of ABP funds among 
rice farmers. The findings revealed that the mean age of the rice farmers was 43.4 years with male 
rice farmers (58.3%) forming the majority. The paper consists of the sections: Introduction,  
Methodology, Results and Discussion and Conclusion and Recommendations. 

However, I find some recommendations: 

1. The abstract must contains the main purpose of the paper, the research method used in 
the research and the main contributions.  

2. It would be very useful to add in the "Introduction" section the purpose, objectives and 
hypothesis of the research.  

3. A Literature Review section cannot be missing from a scientific paper. 

We recommend the authors to number the paragraphs: 1. Introduction; 2.Literature review; 3. 
Methods and Results, Discussions and Conclusions. 
In conclusion, the article should be thoroughly rebuilt. It should also be enhanced with a review of 
the literature adequate to the subject and a broader interpretation and commentary of the research 
results. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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