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	PART  1: Review Comments



	Compulsory REVISION 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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community as it sheds light on the institutional dynamics influencing dairy marketing in an under-researched area of Ethiopia. By examining both formal and informal arrangements, including the role of cooperative membership and trust, it contributes valuable insights into factors affecting market participation. I appreciate the study’s focus on how these local institutions shape dairy producers' decisions, offering practical implications for policy improvement. However, the study’s reliance on a relatively small sample size may limit the generalizability of its conclusions, suggesting a need for further research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title "Institutional Analysis of Milk Marketing in Eastern Zone of Tigray, Ethiopia" is clear and informative, indicating that the focus is on institutional aspects of milk marketing within a specific geographic region. However, it could be refined for clarity and engagement. Here are a few alternative title suggestions:

"Exploring Institutional Dynamics in Milk Marketing: A Case Study of Eastern Tigray, Ethiopia"


	

	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 provides a good overview of the study's focus, methodology, findings, and implications. However, it could benefit from some restructuring and additional clarity in certain areas. Here are some suggestions to improve the comprehensiveness and clarity of the abstract:

Introduction to the Problem: Start with a brief statement on the importance of milk marketing and the specific challenges posed by spoilage. This sets the context for the analysis.

Objective Statement: Explicitly state the primary objective of the study at the beginning to clarify the aim.

Methodology Clarity: Specify the methods used for data collection and analysis, such as the survey method, to give more detail about the approach.

Results Detail: Provide a bit more detail about the probit model findings, including what the positive and negative effects imply for the dairy producers.

Conclusion and Implications: Strengthen the conclusion by summarizing the key implications of the findings for stakeholders and policymakers more clearly.

Language and Flow: Improve the flow and clarity of sentences to enhance readability.


	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	It would be better, If the researcher/s could structured in the following manner
  Introduction:

· Background information on the topic.

· Statement of the problem or research question.

· Objectives of the study.

· Significance of the research.

  Literature Review:

· Overview of existing research related to your topic.

· Identification of gaps in the literature.

· Theoretical framework or conceptual model.

  Methodology:

· Research design (qualitative, quantitative, mixed methods).

· Description of the sample (e.g., target population, sample size).

· Data collection methods (surveys, experiments, etc.).

· Data analysis techniques.

  Results:

· Presentation of findings (tables, figures, charts).

· Statistical analysis (if applicable).

  Discussion:

· Interpretation of results.

· Comparison with previous research.

· Implications for theory and practice.

· Limitations of the study.

  Conclusion:

· Summary of key findings.

· Recommendations for future research or practice.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	This manuscript demonstrates scientific robustness through its rigorous methodology and comprehensive literature review, which establish a strong theoretical foundation for the research. The study employs appropriate statistical techniques to analyze data, ensuring the reliability and validity of the results. Additionally, the clear articulation of research objectives and hypotheses allows for a well-defined framework, facilitating reproducibility and critical evaluation by peers. Overall, the thoroughness in data collection and analysis, coupled with a solid integration of existing research, underscores the technical soundness of this work.
	

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

-
	It would be better if the researcher/s could bring some reference from the recent past or within the last five years
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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


	With some revisions for clarity, grammar, and flow, the language quality of the excerpt could be made suitable for scholarly communications. A careful proofreading process can further enhance the overall quality of the manuscript.

	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents important findings on the institutional setup of milk marketing. With some revisions in language, structure, and depth of analysis, it has the potential to make a valuable contribution to the field of dairy marketing and institutional analysis. Further attention to clarity and detail will enhance the manuscript’s impact and accessibility for scholarly communication.

	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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