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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 (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.


	The article addresses Ethiopia's challenge of developing agriculture by providing location-specific data from Wera woreda, Halaba zone. The research completes a knowledge gap from localized evaluation and provides priority for constraints like the non-availability of improved varieties, input supply, fertility of the soil, and climatic variability and gives guidance for targeted intervention for decisionmakers, extension personnel, and scientists.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is fitting, succinct, and accurately reflects the research. No change is needed. A slightly more concise version, however, would make it more readable, for instance, “Assessment of Crop Production Potentials and Constraints in Wera Woreda, Halaba Zone: Implications for Research Interventions.”
	

	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.


	The abstract is structured and comprehensive, covering objectives, methods, results, and principal findings. Nonetheless, it would be more efficient by:

· Specifying the methodology (in focus group discussions, through key informant interviews, and by secondary data analysis).

· Including one sentence about research implication (e.g., how findings can guide policy or technology transfer for farming).

· Descriptive statistics clarification (thus far only "descriptive statistics" listed specify how priority was established, e.g., by pairwise ranking).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is methodologically correct and scientific in its validity. The use of both qualitative (FGDs, key informants) and quantitative methods (secondary data, descriptive analysis) ensures reliability. Nonetheless:

· The data can be improved by well-labeled tables/figures (e.g., trends in production, rankings of constraints).

· Some discussion sections reproduce results; a more cohesive integration of findings and literature linking would strengthen the analysis.

· The last part should emphasize practical recommendations for policymakers and scholars.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are appropriate and also comprise some latest research (2022–2024). But:

· Some of the sources (Wikipedia, 2015) are not scholarly and should be substituted by peer-reviewed or official reports.

· Recommended areas for addition: regional case studies for crop production systems and climate change adaptations.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in understandable English. However, minor grammatical improvements are required (e.g., article usage, subject-verb agreement). Overall, the language is suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper might use one or two maps/charts illustrating location of the study area and trends of production.

· The section covering gender-related topics in agronomy is a valuable inclusion and could be strengthened further by some examination of extension implications.

· Use of artificial intelligence is disclaimed and is in accordance with journal policy.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	None
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