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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 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.


	This manuscript is important for the scientific community as it contributes to the growing body of research on cooperative action and market access, particularly in the shea industry. Through examining the role of cooperatives in enhancing market opportunities for women in the Tamale metropolis, the study provides valuable insights into strategies that can improve economic sustainability and poverty reduction. The findings offer empirical evidence on the benefits and challenges of collective action, which can inform policymakers, development agencies, and researchers working on agricultural market systems and rural livelihoods. Additionally, the study highlights key barriers to market access, paving the way for future research on interventions that can enhance cooperative effectiveness in developing economies.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Market Access through Cooperative Action: Insights from Shea Cooperatives in the Tamale Metropolis," is generally clear and informative. However, it could be slightly refined to enhance clarity and appeal. 
"Enhancing Market Access through Cooperative Action: A Study of Shea Cooperatives in Tamale Metropolis" 
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study, but it can be improved to enhance clarity, completeness, and impact. Below are specific suggestions for improvement:
The methodology should briefly mention the sample size.

The results section should provide more specific statistical figures to enhance clarity.

The conclusion should include a recommendation or implication of the study.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound overall, but there are some areas that need improvement to enhance clarity, accuracy, and rigor. Below are key observations regarding its scientific correctness:
Introduction

Some sections are repetitive (e.g., discussions about shea production challenges).

The objectives of the study should be explicitly stated at the end of the introduction.

The problem statement could be more structured and concise.

Methodology

The justification for using a descriptive cross-sectional study should be strengthened.

Some technical terms (e.g., "Snedecor and Cochran formula") should be briefly explained for clarity.

The statistical software versions should be consistently presented (e.g., "SPSS version 25.0" in the abstract but "SPSS version 21.0" in methodology).

Results

Some tables need better formatting to improve readability.

The explanation of statistical significance should be more explicit in some areas.

The frequency distributions in some tables can be more clearly linked to the study's objectives.

Discussion

Some points are repeated from the results section.

The discussion should further analyze the implications of findings for policy or practice.

More critical analysis of findings is needed rather than just summarizing the results.

Conclusion

It does not explicitly provide recommendations for policymakers or stakeholders.

The limitations of the study should be mentioned to contextualize the findings.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are generally sufficient, covering key aspects of shea production, cooperative action, and market access. However, there are a few areas that could be improved to strengthen the literature review and discussion:
Some references appear to be formatted inconsistently.

The citation style should be standardized 

Most references are quite old 


	

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


	The language quality of the article is mostly suitable for scholarly communication, but there are several areas that require improvement to enhance clarity, coherence, and readability. Below are key observations:
Some sentences are too long and complex, making comprehension difficult.

Example: "Access to shea business market is fundamental for the success of shea production. Yet shea nuts pickers are not always able to provide the shea nuts because of the seasonal nature making ready market a challenge."
Suggested Revision: "Market access is essential for the success of shea production. However, due to the seasonal nature of shea nut harvesting, pickers often face difficulties in securing a ready market."
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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