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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.


	The manuscript tries to answer a pertinent question in agricultural development, i.e. the role of Fos in bring the essential extension services closer to the small farmers. The study is contextually and statistically robust and provides empirical evidence from the cocoa sector in Camerron, making the study contextually relevant. Robust statistical methods (chi-square and logistic regression) and controlling for key variables has been used, which convincingly demonstrates that FO membership is a powerful predictor of extension services access. The findings can be consumed by policymakers and development practitioners aiming to design policies and agricultural support systems in Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, concise and aptly covers the true essence of the research problem in hand and also limits it to the geographical region, thus making it apt for publication.
	

	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 both well-structured and is comprehensive. It efficiently summarizes the problem statement, objectives, methodology and the key findings and recommendations. Mentioning the Odds Ratio (OR) for explaining the results of Logistic Regression would help.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and robust. The research design is appropriate enough to fulfil the stated objectives. The use of multi-stage stratified random sampling enhances the representativeness of the sample. The statistical techniques such as Chi Square Test and Logistic regression are well chosen and properly executed. The discussion also appropriately explains the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references list is extensive and is a judicious blend of both foundational research and recent empirical studies, which strengthens the manuscript’s relevance.
	

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


	The language is appropriate and is of the standards of academic and scientific publishing. A few typographical and formatting errors ( inconsistent spacing in citations, a missing closing parenthesis and a few awkward line breaks) are noticed which can be easily removed. A thorough proof reading is recommended.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This is a well-designed and executed study. The strength of the paper lies in its focus, methodological dept and policy-relevant conclusions and recommendations.
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