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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 (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 to the scientific community as it reviews the barriers Tanzanian smallholder chicken farmers face when they try to obtain market information in the Misungwi district. This is a scholarly important study. The findings are scientifically correct. The data-driven recommendations will provide an evidence-based policy framework for formulators.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title of the article is suitable enough.
	

	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 is comprehensive enough. It captures the aim of the study, explain the methodology and stated the findings in brief. However, the first two sentences should be expunged. Also, the abstract tenses should be justified and italicized. The statement about the instruments used to analyse should be corrected to the analytical models instead of the tools like SPSS.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Manuscript is scientifically correct. The methodology is well defined and appropriate analytical techniques applied. The results are well visually represented and finding well explained. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient enough and relatively recent and okay for the article. However, a few are too old. Eg., Bienabe et al. (2004), KIT et al. (2008).
	

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

	The English language is suitable. However, the following should be noted (inked in the manuscript):
· Spellings should be checked for correction,
· Over-emphasis should be avoided to avoid repititions
· Punctuations should rightly used.

	

	Optional/General comments

	This is a scholarly important study. The findings are scientifically correct. Overall, this is an addition to the body of knowledge. However, Tutology should be expunged particularly, under sampling selection. 

	












	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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