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	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 explores the perceptions of cooperative associates in the DOKAP region and examines the factors shaping their views toward cooperative activities. It provides meaningful insights for policymakers, cooperative leaders and development agencies to strengthen cooperative participation. The findings offer practical recommendations for enhancing members’ engagement through targeted awareness programs, capacity-building initiatives, transparent governance practices and improved access to cooperative services ultimately contributing to more effective and sustainable cooperative development in the region.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	An Analysis of Cooperative Perceptions Among Members in the DOKAP Region
	

	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.


	Abstract is fine.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is fine but the methodology section can be improved for better clarity. Specifically, the explanation of the factor analysis should be made clearer.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references included in the manuscript are generally sufficient and relevant to the study’s objectives. They demonstrate a good understanding of the existing literature on cooperatives and member perceptions. However, incorporating a few more recent studies particularly those published within the last 3–5 years would strengthen the theoretical foundation and enhance the contemporary relevance of the work. Including recent research on cooperative management, member engagement and socio-economic determinants of perception would further enrich the discussion and improve the study’s academic rigor. Overall, the reference list is acceptable, but it would benefit from the addition of a few more up-to-date sources.
	

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


	It is fine but can be improved little for more effective communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The methodology requires clearer explanation, particularly regarding how perception were calculated and interpreted. Additional or alternative statistical tools could be considered to strengthen the analysis and provide deeper insights into members’ perceptions. Some parts of the discussion, especially those explaining differences in perceptions across demographic groups, need clearer and more detailed interpretation.
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