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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 importance of this manuscript for the scientific community lies in several points:
· It focuses on agricultural support services and their contribution to the development of agricultural value chains.
· The analysis of producers' perceptions and satisfaction levels gives to this study all socioeconomic dimensions of the studies.
· The study opens the way to new research perspectives, such as the dissemination and adoption of agricultural innovations.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title would benefit from being more precise, particularly regarding the orientation and the study area. I propose this: “Analysis of the level of satisfaction of soybean producers with Agribusiness Cluster Services of Nikki, Kandi and Copargo in Benin”
	

	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 presentation of the results in the abstract remains less precise, even superficial. A sample of 360 producers assumes a certain depth of data and information. More details are needed on the main results obtained, supported by numbers and percentages that will highlight the proportions. It is difficult to see a direct link between the conclusion in the abstract and the main objective of the article.

the presentation of results in the abstract does not allow us to really know the level of satisfaction of the producers

“Soybean producers” can also be a relevant keyword

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct, but could be improved.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Except for classics reference like Porter (1990), for a study conducted in 2025 the oldest reference should be 2015. It is therefore preferable to review all references before 2015.
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Reading the document from the title, the abstract to the content and the conclusion, it's difficult to truly grasp the direction taken. Is this a study on satisfaction or preferences, ultimately? Given that these are two divergent concepts in several respects. Preference is found upstream and satisfaction downstream. We can have a preference for something that ultimately doesn't satisfy us. This needs to be clarified.
2. In terms of form, we need to think about standardizing the font (the entire document should be in Arial, but we see, for example, fonts like Times New Roman in the title Table 1, page 4; or Cambrai Math in the formula on page 5).
3. The figure on page 3 is in French; it should be translated into English.
4. In the results and discussion section, there is a absence of subheadings. This can make it difficult to understand or read the main ideas developed and their structure.
5. The bibliography is full of references that do not appear in the document; perhaps we should limit ourselves to only the references actually used in the text.
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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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