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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 paper was rated relevant and had a perceived intention of increasing the efficiency of horticulture through a defined supply chain. A good output of the research and the implementation of the research outcomes could enhance the economic value of horticulture investment at all levels. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable and has captured the intended objective.
	

	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 has addressed the aim, research gap or problem, results, conclusion and recommendations and the paper presentation was highly qualitative with no qualifying figures or percentages. The paper could improve if quantitative data were incorporated 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The viability of the paper is highly compromised and has omitted important requirements. For example the paper has no citations to qualify arguments, but there is a dummy reference list with work listed while not cited. The results have no tables, figures or charts to show visual aid to the presented outcomes. There is no review of literature in the paper to show the empirical evidence. Objectives and reseacrh questions are missing. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are not references in the paper and yet the reference list has been included without citations secured through out the paper. The author(s) are encouraged to visit google scholar and other sites and secure citations. 
	

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


	The language and English quality is clear and scholarly 
	

	Optional/General comments
	This paper needs to be standardized and aligned to conventional format by including standard sections such as Literature Review, Methodology and Conceptual Frameworks before the results. The results should be presented in graphs, tables and charts. The paper should be cited through out and whenever this is necessary. 
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