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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4 

(a brief explanation is recommendable) 

The title fits quite well the content of the paper 

 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 3 

(An explanation is recommendable) 
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Thorough correction of the paper for errors checking and double checking. 
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 

This paper has the benefit to assess Farmers' knowledge and predisposition to adopt an innovation in 

agribusiness: the case of mechanical dehulling and the iron fortification of sorghum in North Benin. 

Even of a recurrent importance there are some errors that need to be fixe to improve the scientific 

quality of the manuscript. See file attached 
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