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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.


	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	
	

	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.


	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

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


	
	

	Optional/General comments


	1- The topic is of clear developmental importance due to its connection with the role of agricultural producer organizations in improving the conditions of small farmers. However, the theoretical framework was not formulated into a conceptual model that clarifies the mechanisms of this impact.
2- The study's objective is specific and clear, focusing on socioeconomic impact, but no explicit hypotheses or research questions that can be statistically tested were derived from it.

3- The adoption of a comparative research design enhances the strength of the analysis. However, the ex-post facto nature of the design limits the ability to infer direct causal relationships.

4- Conducting the study in a realistic field setting with multiple villages and organizations adds credibility to the data. However, the limited sample size reduces the generalizability of the results.

5- The use of diverse statistical tools indicates the comprehensiveness of the analysis. However, the rationale for using some statistical tests and their underlying assumptions was not adequately explained.

6- The description of the social and personal characteristics of the respondents was accurate and helped in understanding the background of the sample; however, this description was not analytically used to explain the differences in the effect.

7- The methodology is well described in terms of sample selection and measurement tools; however, the validity and reliability of the modified instruments were not adequately discussed.

8- The presentation of the results in organized and clear tables facilitates comparison between members and non-members; however, the analytical interpretation of the results was mostly descriptive and lacked depth.
9- The demonstration of significant differences in some social and media variables reflects a potential effect of joining FPOs, while the significance of the absence of differences in income was not critically discussed.

10- The abstract covers most of the essential elements of the research aims, methodology, and results but it contains repetitions of ideas and findings, which affects its scientific quality.

11- Reliance on various studies and official sources strengthens the scientific basis of the research; however, sufficient critical correlation was not established between the results of the current study and those studies.

12- The study offers practical value to decision-makers and FPO supporters; however, it needs improvement in language and academic organization to enhance its chances of scientific publication.

Conclusion: The research has a sound scientific and field foundation and addresses an important issue; however, it needs strengthening of the theoretical analysis, clarification of the statistical methodology, and improvement of its academic writing.
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