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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
.

	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 makes a significant contribution to the scientific and applied literature on smallholder horticulture by empirically integrating agronomic practices with the market and institutional factors that affect productivity. Its strength lies in connecting farm-level management decisions with marketing channels and farmer organizations, an aspect often studied in isolation in existing research. By focusing on an under-researched region such as Siaya County in Kenya, this study provides region-specific evidence to discussions on yield gaps, value chain inefficiencies, and rural livelihoods. The findings are relevant not only for agricultural scientists and agronomists but also for development economists, policymakers, and value chain practitioners engaged in the sustainable intensification and commercialization of fruit crops in sub-Saharan Africa.

	

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

	The title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the scope, variables, and geographical focus of the study. However, the title seems slightly lengthy and could be made more concise without losing clarity. For example:

“Agronomic and Market Drivers of Mango (Mangifera indica L.) Productivity Among Smallholder Farmers in Siaya County, Kenya”

This alternative tightens the phrasing while retaining scientific precision.
	

	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 thorough and well-organized, clearly outlining the background and context of the problem, the study's objectives and scope, the methodology and analytical tools utilized, as well as the key findings and policy-relevant conclusions and recommendations.

However, it would be beneficial to slightly reduce the redundancy between the results and conclusion sections, as some findings (such as agronomic practices and structured markets) are reiterated almost verbatim.

To enhance the analytical impact of the results section, the author(s) may consider incorporating a brief quantitative indicator (such as percentage yield increase or income difference).

Additionally, the keywords list could be expanded to include “Marketing Channels” or “Value Chain” for improved indexing.

Overall, there are no significant additions or deletions necessary.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically correct? Please write here. 
	The manuscript demonstrates scientific rigor. The study design, sampling strategy, data collection methods, and statistical analyses (including descriptive statistics, ANOVA, and GLM) are well-suited to the stated objectives. The conceptual and theoretical frameworks align effectively with the research questions, and the interpretation of results is consistent with the presented data.

It is advisable to use causal language with caution in a cross-sectional design; substituting terms like "determine" with "are associated with" in certain sections would enhance the methodological rigor. Additionally, providing a brief justification for model selection, such as the choice of GLM family or link function, would further strengthen the methodology chapter.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions for additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references provided are generally sufficient, relevant, and current. The manuscript utilizes a robust combination of peer-reviewed journal articles, FAO reports, national policy documents, and regional studies.

However, incorporating 1–2 recent peer-reviewed articles (published between 2022 and 2024) that specifically address mango value chains or postharvest losses in East Africa would enhance the literature review further.

Additionally, please ensure consistency in citation formatting, particularly regarding the placement of institutional authors and the year.
	

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

	The language quality is appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, logically organized, and utilizes suitable academic terminology.

There are occasional grammatical inconsistencies, such as issues with subject-verb agreement and article usage, which should be addressed during the copy-editing process. However, these errors do not hinder comprehension.


	

	Optional/General comments

	This manuscript is thoroughly researched and well-organized, demonstrating significant practical and policy relevance. A key strength lies in its integration of agronomic practices with marketing channels and the dynamics of farmer groups. With minor editorial adjustments and some refinement of the language, the manuscript is ready for publication and will appeal to researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners engaged in horticulture, value chains, and rural development.
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	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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