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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 manuscript is important because it provides empirical evidence on how market structure, intermediary behavior, perishability constraints, and postharvest infrastructure collectively determine producer margins and market outcomes for horticultural crops. The study fills a geographic and commodity-specific knowledge gap by documenting marketing channels in Ughelli North where empirical data have been limited. Its findings have direct implications for agricultural extension, cooperative development, pricing systems, and postharvest loss reduction. Policymakers, development agencies, and farmer organizations can use the evidence to design interventions that improve bargaining power, strengthen direct market access, and reduce postharvest losses among smallholder cucumber farmers
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is accurate, concise, and fully reflects the geographic focus, commodity, and research purpose. No modification is required.
	

	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 clearly summarizes the research problem, methodology (multistage sampling and descriptive/ANOVA analysis), key empirical findings, and policy implications. However, the abstract would benefit from briefly stating (i) the sampling frame (1,430 farmers) and (ii) the number of questionnaires successfully completed (300) to strengthen its methodological clarity. Additionally, one short sentence explaining how large effect sizes were derived from the ANOVA will improve comprehension for non-technical readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically robust. The sampling design, descriptive statistics, ANOVA models, and post-hoc tests are appropriate and well interpreted. The presentation of socioeconomic variables, marketing channels, constraints, and improvement strategies is coherent and analytically justified. To enhance scientific rigor, the authors may add a small paragraph discussing study limitations (e.g., self-reported data, potential seasonal effects, and perishability bias), as this transparency strengthens methodological credibility.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are abundant, recent, and relevant, with citations up to 2025. They cover agricultural marketing, postharvest loss, value chains, cooperatives, gender participation, and market linkage literature. Minor editorial attention is needed to eliminate reference duplication (e.g., Mukaila et al., 2021 appears twice) and ensure consistent formatting. Otherwise, the reference base is satisfactory.
	

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


	The written English is clear and suitable for scholarly communication. However, some sentences are long and can be shortened for conciseness. Formatting of tables and figure captions should be standardized (e.g., consistent use of “Table X” and “Figure X” and uniform spacing).
	

	Optional/General comments


	Consider adding a conceptual framework diagram linking production, market actors, price transmission, and postharvest loss pathways.

All tables should include a standard note identifying sources and units where applicable.

A small section linking empirical findings to extension and finance policy (microcredit, aggregation centers, market infrastructure) would enhance policy relevance.

Highlighting youth participation gaps and digital market opportunities could provide additional forward-looking recommendations.
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	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 ethical issues are identified. Primary data were collected using structured questionnaires from consenting respondents, and no sensitive personal identifiers were disclosed. Behavioral, financial, and marketing information was treated in aggregated form.
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