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PART1:ReviewComments 

Compulsory REVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’sFeedback(Pleasecorrectthemanuscriptandhighlightthatpart 
inthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshould 
writehis/herfeedbackhere) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importanceof this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why doyou like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4sentencesmaybe 
requiredfor thispart. 

The manuscript is an important contribution to the scientific community, offering valuable insights into 
the socio-economic factors affecting the adoption of sustainable agricultural practices in a climate-
vulnerable region. Icommend the manuscript for its clear methodological approach and its potential to 
advance understanding ofsustainable agriculture in similar contexts. However, I suggest that the 
manuscript would benefit from a morecomprehensivediscussion ofthe limitationsand potentialbiasesin 
thedatacollectionprocess. 
 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

The title"Socio-EconomicDeterminants oftheAdoptionofStoneBarriers andZaïinNorth-
CentralBurkinaFaso(CaseoftheCommuneofKorsimoro)"isgenerally 
suitableasitclearlyreflectsthestudy'sfocusonspecificsustainable agricultural techniques and the 
geographic location. However, it could be slightly refined for clarityand emphasisonthe 
study'sbroaderimplication. 

 
AlternativeTitle: 
"Socio-Economic Factors Influencing the Adoption of Zaï and Stone Barriers in North-Central Burkina 
Faso: ACaseStudyof Korsimoro" 
Thisversionhighlightstheimpactofsocio-
economicfactorsontheadoptionofthespecificagriculturaltechniquesexamined. 
 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
yousuggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints
inthissection?Please writeyour 
suggestionshere. 

ClarifytheMethodology: 
Theabstractshouldincludeabrief 
explanationofthemethodologicalapproach,specificallywhytheMultinomialProbitmodel waschosenandhow 
itenhancesthe analysis. 

 
Expandon Key Findings: 
Theabstractshouldprovideaclearersummaryoftheprimaryfindings,particularlyemphasizingthesignifican
tsocio-economicfactorsaffectingtheadoptionof zaiandstone barriers. 

 
ImplicationsforPolicy andPrograms: 
Theabstractshouldbetteroutlinehowtheresultscan 
guidespecificpolicyinterventionsorprogramsaimedatpromoting sustainable agricultural practices. 

 
StreamlineforConciseness: 
Considerremovingoneinstanceofthementionofsustainableagriculturaltechniquesintheopeningsentencesto
eliminateredundancyandenhance the abstract'sclarity. 

 

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
ptappropriate? 

The subsections and structure of the manuscript are generally appropriate and logically organized. 
However, afewsuggestionscouldenhance themanuscript'sclarity andflow. 
Intheintroductionsection,clearly statethespecificobjectivesorhypothesesthestudyaimsto address. 
Inthemethodology,addingasubsectionfor"DataAnalysis"to 
describehowtheMultinomialProbitmodelwasapplied,includinganysoftware used. 
 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientificcorrectness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think thatthis manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technicallysound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be requiredforthispart. 

This manuscript iswell-organized methodological approach and skillful use of the Multinomial Probit 
model toinvestigate a variety of socioeconomic aspects demonstrate its scientific rigor and technical 
soundness. Thecareful sampling and thorough econometric analysis included in the study's design 
guarantee the validity 
anddependabilityofthefindings.Inaddition,thethoroughliteratureanalysisplacestheresearchinthelargerco
ntext 
ofpreviousinvestigations,givingitasolidfoundation.Themanuscript'simportancetothescientificcommunityi
shighlighted by itsexactdatagathering,properstatisticalmethodologies,andcoherencewith priorresearch. 
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Arethereferencessufficientandrecent? 
Ifyouhavesuggestions of additional 
references, please mentiontheminthe review 
form. 

Ibelievethereferencesaresufficientand decentenoughforthismanuscript.  
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MinorREVISIONcomments 
 

Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitab
leforscholarlycommunications? 

 
 

Yes,itcanbeunderstoodclearlyforscholarly communications 

 

Optional/Generalcomments   

 
 

PART  2: 
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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