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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 may be important to scientific community, because it is expected to address the possible solutions provide an approach to Lean management. Rather it is expected to discuss the limitations that small and medium-sized agri-food enterprises (SMEs) of Burkina Faso facing while implementation of lean management. The systematic literature review is expected to update the status of lean implementation.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article does not seem to be suitable. Because the statistics of literature review is missing. The table that gives the list of articles reviewed with all details and comment is recommended. Title can be “Overview of the implementation of lean management in small and medium-sized agri-food enterprises in Burkina Faso”.
	

	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.


	It is suggested to write a specific objective (hypothesis) of this article in the abstract clearly which should be in line with title and the conclusion.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The formula (1), specifically the purpose of this formula needs to be justified.
Tusa cannot be the “rate” of use of application areas in case studies, because rate is ratio having time as denominator. 

The formula is incorrect because it should be (Nusa the number of use a sector in case studies) / (Ntsa the Total number of application areas used in case studies). 

Generally, “total” comes to denominator.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Many references are not recent. They are of year 2007 and 2009 might be absolute in current context.
	

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


	It is ok.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article is expected to pin-point (list) specific hindrances while implementing lean management with solutions obtained from literature review.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
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	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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