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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 (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 is an interested topic in agricultural economics and addresses the effect of collective marketing interventions for smallholder sheep farmers in Tanzania. It adds important empirical evidence on how producer groups, market associations, and market information systems improve farmers' livelihoods. Summary of the study’s findings could assist policymakers as well as development organizations to forge better interventions to support specific smallholder farmers and contribute to improvement of market efficiency in the livestock sector.

	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	No, here is the suggested alternative title that best fit and explain the contents of the manuscript.
“Impacts of Collective Marketing on Smallholder Sheep Farmers’ Livelihoods in Mwanga District, Tanzania.”
	

	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.


	Yes, but it could be impact full if the following minor improvement considered. First, the abstract section should be touching the research gap that this study intended to fill. Secondly, the sample size inconsistency/discrepancy should be clarified, i.e. (284 vs. 384). Thirdly, the authors should be clearly and precisely mention in the abstract the stastical analysis result such as the regression coefficient or β value and the square residual (R2) value.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is well structured and tries to incorporate different significant theories like Transaction Cost Economics, Collective Action Theory and Information Asymmetry Theory. But, to strengthen the manuscript these theories are empirically validated would be deeply discussed.
Some section of the manuscript also contain unclear interpretation, let’s take the role of MIS as an example, the discussion section should be specify that whether the marketing information system were effective or not.

There are also discrepancies which need to be resolved in the mentioned variable on the ANOVA result (Eg. The financial literacy training) which is not aligned with the independent variable listed in the conceptual framework.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are adequate and recent. But, to strengthen the literature the authors should be add some more recent studies on collective marketing in livestock farming in East  Africa.
	

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


	Even if the manuscript is well-written some points should be addressed to make it clearer and grammatically correct. The manuscript needs minor grammatical correction and better sentence structuring.  For instance 

The original sentence, 

· "Employing a quantitative survey design, data was collected from 284 randomly selected from 384 households using questionnaires." Subjected to issue on Subject-verb agreement; "was" should be "were" since "data" is plural. The phrase "randomly selected from 384 households" needs restructuring for clarity.
Revised Sentence:
· "Using a quantitative survey design, data were collected from 284 households randomly selected from a total of 384, using questionnaires."
Some long and complicated sentence should be rewrite for readability such as:- the original sentence
"Given the central role of marketing in the livelihoods of Tanzanian smallholder sheep farmers, this research focuses on current marketing strategies, emphasizing the function of collective marketing interventions." had an issue in that the sentence is unnecessarily long and can be more direct.

· Revise the sentence as-"Recognizing the importance of marketing in the livelihoods of Tanzanian smallholder sheep farmers, this study examines current marketing strategies, focusing on collective marketing interventions."
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Since you had employed multiple linear regression model you should have to provide the necessary detail on model diagnostics like multicollinearity problem, Heteroscedasticity test, normalcy test and omitted variable test as a post estimation test to addressed the BLUE properties of the model.
· Make sure on consistence sample size throughout the overall manuscript.

· Finally, discuss the result by comparing with similar study in the country like Ethiopia, Kenya e.t.c…
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	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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