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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 use of Coxcomb plot provides researchers with a good graphical tool to illustrate capacity profile of farmers organisation in similar studies by researchers. The manuscript  showed that partnerships with farmers in any form could be enhanced when technical competencies and external linkages are strengthened. Farmers associations’ commitment to learning and leadership provides a strong base for growth; this is relevant to development agencies as well as members of farmers’ associations. 
	

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

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable.
	

	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 judged to be comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The author used technical language related to the topic. Therefore, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient and very recent. This is highly commendable.
	

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

	Yes, the language is good and fluid; the English quality of the article is standard and suitable for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments

	Page 3 paragraph 1, line 4: the sentence should be changed from a question to read - Specifically, it aims to determine the mean responses of the respondents…
Page 4, 2nd paragraph under methodology is a repetition of the first paragraph. So, it should be expunged.
Figure 1: the explanation under it has a spelling error - “Siza” should be changed to “Size” Calculator.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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