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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.


	The manuscript addresses an important gap in the field of agricultural economics and value chain management by analyzing the sheep marketing chain efficiency and proposing a multi-stakeholder partnership model for sustainable transformation. The study combines quantitative efficiency analysis with qualitative governance design, offering a novel perspective on digital partnership frameworks in smallholder livestock systems. The findings provide valuable policy implications for improving market efficiency, farmer income, and equitable value distribution in developing economies like Indonesia.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes 
	

	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 well-structured and informative but can be made more concise.

· The Aims, Methodology, Results, and Conclusion subsections are clearly presented, but some sentences repeat information from the results.

· The Conclusion part of the abstract could briefly mention key policy implications (e.g., “The study recommends strengthening digital integration and participatory governance to enhance smallholder bargaining power”).

· Reduce statistical details in the abstract (such as multiple percentage figures) and focus on main findings.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, however, the following revisions are suggested: 
· Add the formulas of CR4 and HHI explicitly in the methodology for clarity.

· Clarify whether MEI benchmarking (50% efficiency standard) is from existing literature or author assumption.

· The section numbering should maintain consistency (capitalize all headings and align subsections, e.g., “2. Material and Methods,” not “2. material and methods”).

· Include a brief paragraph linking findings to policy or Sustainable Development Goals (SDG 8 and SDG 12) to strengthen applied relevance.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· Most citations are from 2010-2023, but adding 2024 or 2025 recent publications (especially on digital livestock marketing, blockchain traceability, and partnership governance) would enhance recency.

· Some references lack full publication details or consistent formatting (e.g., journal volume and page numbers).

· Verify URLs (e.g., “TransTRACK, 2014”) and convert them into proper reference style per journal norms.

Suggested additional reference:

· FAO (2023). Digital innovation in livestock value chains.


	

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


	The English language is generally good and readable, but minor editing is needed:

· Correct capitalization in section titles (“Material and Methods,” “Results and Discussion”).

· Replace informal phrases like “remains low” or “blooms” with more academic equivalents such as “is suboptimal” or “shows growth potential.”

· Check punctuation spacing and consistent use of decimal points (e.g., “IDR 1.77 million,” not “1.77 million Rp”).

· Avoid overuse of long compound sentences; break complex analytical sentences into simpler structures for clarity.

Overall, the manuscript’s language is suitable for scholarly publication after minor grammatical polishing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	· Figures and tables should be properly numbered and captioned in uniform format (e.g., Table 1. Characteristics of marketing chain actors).

· The discussion is rich and analytical but occasionally repetitive, especially in the explanation of information asymmetry and governance structure.

· Highlight briefly in the conclusion how the proposed partnership can be replicated in other livestock systems (e.g., goats or poultry).

· The study demonstrates strong coherence between objectives, methodology, and results. With minor revision, it can make a meaningful contribution to agri-marketing transformation literature.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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