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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.


	It offers valuable insights into improving livestock marketing efficiency through a multi-stakeholder and digital partnership model. It contributes to the scientific community by addressing smallholder farmers’ market challenges and proposing an innovative, technology-driven framework for sustainable value creation in Indonesia, which represents other developing economies. The proposed Multi-Stakeholder Partnership with a digital “Partnership 4.0” approach (although not deeply discussed) is especially unique since is extremely less-explored
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Its generally clear and relevant, reflecting the study’s main goal, However, a more concise title would be more impactful such as:
“Transforming the Sheep Marketing Chain: Efficiency and Partnership Strategies for Sustainable Value Creation”
	

	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 generally comprehensive, but I suggest a few modifications:
· Reduce redundancy in phrases like “analyze the efficiency of the sheep marketing chain in Binjai” and “map the existing marketing chain structure” – they could be summarized together

· Unless required, numerical details can be slightly shortended. (Eg., specific MEI increase or income gain); the abstract has lots of figures, can distract from the main message. Puth the most important one or two and let others stay in the results and discussion
· Add a clear theoretical or practical implication sentence at the end (e.g., These findings provide a framework for policymakers and practitioners to enhance livestock market efficiency and farmer welfare in developing economies)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound and methodologically correct, However, some improvements to strengthen its scientific rigor would help. For example;

· Include Literature review (empirical and theoretical review)

· Provide clearer justification for indicator thresholds (e.g., what constitutes a “minimum efficiency standard” of 50%).

· Include a brief discussion of data reliability or potential biases (especially in perception-based indices).

· Expand slightly on the link between theoretical frameworks and empirical findings to reinforce conceptual grounding

· More references and citations, a few citations have been used


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are mostly relevant and appropriate. Although I would suggest adding more references, the used ones are very few. Also include the most recent ones. This would be easy if you add a literature review section. The following studies can also be added;
Klerkx, L., & Rose, D. (2020). Dealing with the game-changing technologies of Agriculture 4.0: How do we manage diversity and responsibility in food system transition pathways? Global Food Security, 24, 100347. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2019.100347

Reardon, T., Echeverria, R., Berdegué, J., Minten, B., Liverpool-Tasie, S., Tschirley, D. & Zilberman, D. (2019). Rapid transformation of food systems in developing regions: Highlighting the role of agricultural research & innovations, Agricultural Systems, Vol. 172, pg. 47-59 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2018.01.02

Bellemare, M.F. & Lim, S. (2018). In All Shapes and Colors: Varieties of Contract Farming.  Applied Economic Perspectives and Policy, Vol. 40, No. 3, pp. 379-401 https://www.jstor.org/stable/48546208
	

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


	Yes, it's generally suitable. However, please observe the following to enhance the flow;

· Simplify some long and complex sentences to improve flow and clarity

· Standardize the use of tenses, especially when discussing past studies and present findings.

· Ensure uniform formatting of technical terms and abbreviations (e.g., always define MEI, CR4, HHI at first use).
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	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 details)
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