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	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.

	· this article addresses an important topic concerning maize value addition in the Northwest Region of Cameroon. understanding the factors that influence participation and the constraints faced by entrepreneurs in this sector is crucial for developing effective strategies to enhance food security, improve livelihoods, and reduce post-harvest losses in the region. 
· the study's focus on a specific geographical area, which is a major maize producer in Cameroon, provides valuable context-specific insights that can inform targeted interventions by policymakers, NGOs, and other stakeholders aiming to support agricultural development and entrepreneurship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	yes, the title is suitable. It clearly and accurately reflects the content and scope of the study, indicating the specific crop, activity, and geographical area investigated.
	

	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 comprehensive, covering the aims, design, location, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. It provides a good overview of the study. No major additions or deletions are suggested.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	based on the information presented : 
· the methodology appears scientifically sound for the research question posed. 
· the use of a cross-sectional survey and binary logistic regression is appropriate for analyzing factors influencing a binary outcome (participation in value addition). 
· the sampling techniques, while involving snowball sampling, are justified due to the lack of a comprehensive list of entrepreneurs, and the authors describe measures taken to mitigate potential biases.
· the results are presented clearly
·  the discussion attempts to contextualize the findings within existing literature, noting both consistencies and contradictions. 

However, the interpretation of the coefficients, particularly the odds ratios and the negative effect of extension services, warrants careful consideration and clear explanation in the discussion section. The methodology section could benefit from a more detailed explanation of the independent variables and their coding, particularly the income categories.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	the references appear sufficient and include a good mix of recent and foundational studies relevant to agricultural value addition, maize production, and the specific region. The reference list is extensive and supports the claims made in the introduction and discussion.
	

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

	the language/english quality are generally suitable for scholarly communication. there are minor instances where phrasing could be more precise or flow improved, but these do not significantly hinder understanding. 
	

	Optional/General comments

	· the study provides interesting findings, particularly regarding the significant negative effect of access to extension services on maize value addition, which contradicts common assumptions and previous findings. 
· the discussion section provides some possible explanations, but further qualitative data might help shed more light on this unexpected result. Similarly, the finding that only the middle-income category (ICM2) showed a positive effect, while higher incomes did not, is noteworthy and warrants deeper exploration if possible. 
· the constraints identified align with common challenges in agricultural value addition in developing contexts, reinforcing the need for targeted support in infrastructure, finance, and skills.
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	Author’s Feedback

	
You are hereby suggested to include following recent references to improve the quality of the manuscript.

Parveen, S. N. (2024). The Profile Characteristics of Maize Value Chain Partners. Journal of Scientific Research and Reports, 30(9), 911–917. https://doi.org/10.9734/jsrr/2024/v30i92418 


Patthavong, S., & Gu, L. (2023). The Financial Impact of Maize Export to China for Farmers in Xiengkhuang, Laos. South Asian Journal of Social Studies and Economics, 19(1), 35–43. https://doi.org/10.9734/sajsse/2023/v19i1670 
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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