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	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 significantly contributes to the scientific community by addressing the neglected area of production management in Burkinabe agri-food SMEs. It proposes adapted lean tools (SMED, TPM, 5S) to overcome the lack of suitable methods in this context and identifies adoption barriers, paving the way for future research and practical improvements in developing economies. I recommend publishing the paper with revisions. The paper's quality and ideas were deemed good for the research field.
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is reasonably comprehensive. It clearly states the problem (lack of production management tools in Burkinabe agri-food SMEs), the objective (literature review on lean management for adaptation), the methodology (analysis of scientific studies), the key findings (prevalence of lean in manufacturing and agri-food, identification of used tools and implementation difficulties), the proposed solutions (SMED, TPM, 5S), and the overall contribution (an approach focusing on barriers to lean adoption).

However, to enhance the abstract further, I suggest the addition of the following point:

A brief mention of the potential implications or benefits of the proposed solutions. For example, you could add a phrase like: "These adaptations aim to improve efficiency and productivity within these enterprises."
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, with the exception of a few clarifications:

Paragraph 2.2: Status of the implementation of lean management in companies in Burkina Faso. The author highlighted "In addition, companies whose products are certified according to ISO 9001 and 14001 standards use quality tools, including lean management, to obtain their certification." This sentence is not scientifically correct. Companies do not certify products with ISO 9001 and ISO 14001, but rather their management systems.

ISO 9001 and ISO 14001 are management system standards and not product certification standards like ISO 22000 for food safety management, IATF 16949 for the requirements of automotive manufacturers and original equipment manufacturers (OEMs)...
Figure 1: shows the distribution of Lean management application sectors. The author should mention the date of this distribution.
Figure. 2: Use of lean management tools in studies cases. The author should differentiate between Lean Manufacturing, Lean Six Sigma, and DMAIC. And include if possible the VSM (Value Stream Mapping). 
· Lean Manufacturing focuses primarily on eliminating waste and improving flow.   

· Six Sigma focuses primarily on reducing variation and defects.   

· Lean Six Sigma combines these two approaches for comprehensive process improvement.   

· DMAIC is a specific roadmap within Six Sigma (and therefore Lean Six Sigma) for driving improvement projects.   

So, DMAIC is not directly a part of Lean Manufacturing itself, but it is a key component of the broader Lean Six Sigma methodology that builds upon Lean principles.
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	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	Include a detailed discussion of how and why you achieved better results compared to state-of-the-art techniques already reported in the literature.

The research paper must adhere to a third-person perspective, avoiding first-person pronouns such as ‘I,’ ‘we,’ and ‘our.’ 

The methodology section must clearly detail the study's execution, encompassing the sample selection procedure. A rationale justifying the chosen method's suitability for the research question is crucial. Any limitations inherent in the selected methodology should also be explicitly stated.

A discussion section that compares findings with existing literature can highlight the contribution of the study to the field of lean management in small and medium-sized agri-food enterprises.
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	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? 


	No

	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No
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	MARKS of this  manuscript
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Accept As It Is: (>9-10)

Minor Revision: (>8-9)

Major Revision: (>7-8)

Serious Major revision: (>5-7)

Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5)

Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
	7.5


	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):



	
	Author’s Feedback

	
	


Reviewer Details:
This section is mandatory to prepare the Reviewer Certificate. 

Please complete this section carefully. Reviewer Certificate will be generated by using this information only. 

Your Certificate will be wrong, if you provide incorrect information. 

Please note modification of certificate will not be possible after generation. 

Certificate will not be issued if incomplete information is provided.

	Name of the Reviewer
	Dr. Mohammed HAMOUMI

	Department of Reviewer
	Industrial Management and Plastics Forming Technology Team Mechanics, Engineering and Innovation Laboratory, LM2I

	University or Institution of Reviewer
	National High School of Electricity and Mechanics - ENSEM- Hassan II University, Casablanca

	Country of Reviewer
	Morocco

	Position: (Professor/lecturer, etc.) of Reviewer
	Lecturer 

	Email ID of Reviewer
	hamoumi@gmail.com
hamoumi@gmail.com

	WhatsApp Number of Reviewer (Optional)
	00212610612025

	Write 5-8 Keywords regarding expertise of Reviewer
	Lean Management

Agri-food Industry

Small and Medium-sized Enterprises (SMEs)

Production Management

Literature Review

Implementation Challenges


Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

