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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 few sentences regarding the
importance this manuscript for scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? Minimum 3-4 sentences may be
required for this part.

Post-harvest cocoa processing is a very crucial aspect of cocoa production as it determines
mostly the quality of cocoa beans. This study was conducted to evaluate the economics of
post-harvest cocoa processing in the study area.

Is the title of the article suitable?
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Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do
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here.
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Are subsections and structure of the manuscript
appropriate?
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Please write few sentences regarding the
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do
think that this manuscript is scientifically robust
and technically sound? Minimum 3-4 sentences
may be required for this part.

it was recommended that government should assist farmers in providing enough jute bags for
cocoa storage and to organize periodic training for the farmers on the appropriate ways of
processing cocoa beans so as to be of good quality. This includes studying the impacts of
various practices on bean quality and exploring innovative solutions to existing challenges

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you YES
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Is language/English quality of the article suitable
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Mention the tools and techniques clearly in the methodology part.
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