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	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 for the scientific community because it show how the principal–agent problem works in small and medium agribusiness in Ghana. It looks at real contracts between market women and farmers, and how things like moral hazard and asymmetric information affect them. The study help to connect theory with what really happens in rural farming communities. It also give useful ideas for researchers and policymakers to improve contract agreements and support small businesses.
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	The title, “INVESTIGATING THE PRINCIPAL-AGENT HYPOTHESIS AMONG SMALL AND MEDIUM SCALE BUSINESSES IN GHANA: A Case Study of Market Women and Smallholder Farmers,” is quite descriptive, but it is a bit long and uses the word “hypothesis,” which may suggest a narrow theoretical focus rather than an empirical study. It could be made clearer like “Exploring the Principal-Agent Dynamics in Small-Scale Farming and Agribusiness in Ghana”
	

	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.


	It is comprehensive. No changes suggested.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	It is correct, but in some places minor mistakes are present. for instance, some equations and symbols are inconsistent, e.g., “RNFt-1” in the regression table vs “RNt-1” in interpretation; such inconsistencies should be corrected for clarity. linking previous year’s rainfall or prices directly to franchise fee agreements assumes past trends strongly influence current decisions, but other unobserved factors (e.g., government policy, market shocks) could also play a role. This could be clarified as a limitation.
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	Most references are older than 20 years (1970s–2000s). While foundational works are important, the manuscript would benefit from recent empirical studies (2015–2025) on principal-agent problems in agriculture, small businesses, and developing countries.
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