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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment
[bookmark: _GoBack]
	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 addresses an important and practical issue in agricultural economics by examining market- oriented knowledge needs among sesame farmers in North Kordofan State, Sudan. It contributes to the literature on agricultural marketing extension by focusing on under-researched rural farming communities in semi-arid regions. The findings provide valuable insights for policymakers, extension agencies, and development practitioners seeking to improve farmers’ market participation and income generation. The study also supports the shift from production-oriented to market-led extension approaches in developing countries.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title clearly reflects the focus, scope, and geographic context of the study. It accurately captures the emphasis on marketing-oriented knowledge and need-based support for the sesame farming community.
Optional suggestion (minor refinement):
“Market-Oriented Knowledge Needs for Providing Need-Based Support to Sesame Farmers in Sheikan Locality, North Kordofan State, Sudan”
	

	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.
	Yes, the abstract is generally comprehensive and clearly presents the objectives, methodology, key findings, and
recommendations. However, minor improvements are suggested:
· Clarify the research gap more explicitly in one sentence.
· Briefly highlight the policy or extension implications in the concluding sentence.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The research design, sampling technique, data collection procedures, and statistical analyses (frequency distribution, percentages, and chi-square tests) are appropriate for achieving the study objectives. The interpretation of results is logical and consistent with the data presented
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic. Classic and authoritative sources (FAO, Shepherd, Swanson, Ferris et al.) are appropriately used. However, the manuscript would benefit from:
· Including more recent peer-reviewed journal articles (from the last 5–7 years) on agricultural marketing extension.
· Improving consistency in reference formatting.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	The language is understandable and communicates the core ideas effectively. However, the manuscript requires
minor to moderate language editing to improve grammar, sentence structure, and academic style.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· The results section is detailed and data-rich, but some tables could be streamlined for clarity.
· Figures and tables should be consistently numbered and referenced in the text.
· The discussion could be strengthened by more explicitly comparing findings with similar studies from other countries.
· Conclusions are relevant but could better emphasize policy and extension practice implications.
	



	PART 2:

	
	Reviewer’s comment
	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 significant ethical issues are evident. The study involves survey data from farmers, and the research process appears transparent. Ethical approval and informed consent should be explicitly stated for clarity.
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified. The authors clearly state that there are no conflicts of interest.
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	There is no indication of plagiarism. The manuscript appears to be original, with appropriate citations to relevant literature.
	




	PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:

	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer.t




	PART 4: Objective Evaluation:

	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript ( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )
Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8) Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author’s Feedback
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