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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.
	This study offers important insights into urban and peri-urban agriculture in Yopougon, Ivory Coast a field that has become increasingly relevant given current challenges in food security, sustainable livelihoods, and rapid urbanization in sub-Saharan Africa. It provides concrete evidence on socio-economic conditions, land access constraints, and health concerns related to market gardening. The results can support policymakers, planners, and development experts in formulating coordinated strategies that enhance food safety, empower women, and encourage environmentally responsible practices. Overall, the work represents a meaningful contribution to
research on urban agriculture and sustainable development.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	The current title is appropriate and accurately represents the main focus of the paper. Nevertheless, it could be slightly refined to improve clarity and brevity. A clearer version might be:“Assessment of Agricultural Practices and Socio-Economic Challenges in Urban Market Gardening: A Case Study of Yopougon, Ivory Coast.”
	

	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 clear and well-organized, effectively outlining the study‟s aims, methods, key results, and policy implications. Nonetheless, it could be improved by making the language more concise and avoiding repetition. For instance, expressions such as “the results put in evidence” could be replaced with “the results revealed” for smoother readability. Additionally, including a brief mention of the main analytical tools used (such as PCA and ANOVA) and concluding with a single sentence that highlights the principal recommendations would further strengthen the
abstract‟s impact and completeness.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The methodology, including sampling, data collection, and statistical analyses (Chi-square, ANOVA, and PCA), is appropriate for the study‟s objectives. The interpretation of results aligns with the data presented, and the discussion effectively connects findings to relevant literature. However, a few numerical inconsistencies in
the tables (e.g., rounding of percentages) should be double-checked for accuracy.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited in the manuscript are adequate, relevant, and largely up to date (2017– 2025), covering essential studies in sustainable agriculture and urban food systems. However, the literature review could be further strengthened by incorporating additional works that explore urban agroecology and the gender dimensions of agricultural labor in West Africa. For instance:
· Poulsen, M. N. et al. (2015). “Urban agriculture as a sustainable city strategy: what do we know?” Journal of Environmental Studies and Sciences, 5(3).
· Zezza, A., & Tasciotti, L. (2010). “Urban agriculture, poverty, and food security: empirical evidence from a sample of developing countries.” Food Policy, 35(4), 265– 273.
Including such references would provide a broader theoretical context and strengthen the discussion on sustainability and social inclusion in urban farming systems.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is generally clear and understandable, but it requires some editing to correct grammatical inconsistencies and enhance sentence flow. Certain sections, particularly the abstract and introduction, contain minor translation artifacts and redundant expressions that
could be refined for conciseness and readability.
	

	Optional/General comments
	Overall, this study is well-designed and relevant, advancing our understanding of the socio- economic and health dimensions of urban agriculture in West Africa. The manuscript would benefit from minor linguistic polishing, refinement of figures and tables for clarity, and a stronger emphasis on the policy implications of the findings. Once these revisions are addressed, the paper will be suitable for publication.
	



	PART 2:

	
	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 detail)
No major ethical issues are identified in this manuscript. The study involves field surveys conducted among market gardeners and traders, and the authors have clearly outlined the data collection procedures. However, it would enhance the manuscript if the authors explicitly stated whether informed consent was obtained from participants and whether confidentiality was upheld during data collection.
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interests or conflicts of interest are apparent. The study seems to have been conducted
independently, without any financial, institutional, or personal biases that could affect the findings or their interpretation.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	The manuscript shows no evidence of plagiarism. The content appears original, and all cited sources are properly referenced.
	




	PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:

	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer” “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.”




	PART 4: Objective Evaluation:

	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript ( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )
Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8) Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author‟s Feedback
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