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	Reviewer’s comment
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	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.


	This manuscript offers a timely and policy-relevant contribution to the literature on regional integration and trade facilitation in Africa. By focusing specifically on the implementation challenges of the AfCFTA within the Southern African Development Community (SADC), the study addresses a critical gap in empirical research and advances understanding of the operational bottlenecks facing regional trade agreements. Its integration of primary data, through expert surveys and interviews, strengthens the practical relevance of its findings, offering actionable insights for policymakers, trade practitioners, and development agencies. The study’s comprehensive analysis of political, institutional, and technical constraints enhances its value as a reference point for future research on trade governance in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title of the article «Overcoming AfCFTA Implementation Constraints: Policies and Strategies for Effective Trade Facilitation Reform in the Southern African Development Community» is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the content of the manuscript. It signals both the problem (implementation constraints) and the scope (policy and strategy) within a specific regional focus (SADC), which makes it useful for researchers and policymakers alike. However, if a more concise and slightly more engaging title is preferred, author might consider for example: «Unlocking Trade in SADC: Overcoming AfCFTA Implementation Challenges through Policy and Reform». This version keeps the core idea but adds a more active tone and slightly improves readability.
	

	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 is generally well-written and informative, clearly outlining the purpose of the study, the methodological approach, and the broader relevance of the topic. However, it could be improved by including a brief mention of the most critical findings. Such as key barriers identified or standout policy recommendations to give the reader a clearer sense of the study’s concrete contributions. Some phrases, like «the region is littered with challenges», might also benefit from being reworded in a more neutral and academic tone. Overall, the abstract would be stronger with a bit more specificity, slightly more polished language, and a clearer preview of the practical insights the paper offers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript appears to be scientifically sound. It presents a clear research objective, is grounded in a well-defined methodological framework (pragmatist philosophy and inductive content analysis), and uses primary data collected through surveys and interviews with relevant stakeholders. The literature review is extensive and well-integrated, demonstrating a solid understanding of the policy context and existing research gaps. The analysis is coherent and systematically addresses the research questions. Moreover, the findings are logically presented and supported by both empirical evidence and secondary sources. While minor improvements in phrasing and structure could enhance readability, the scientific reasoning and overall research design are appropriate and credible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references used in the manuscript are generally sufficient, relevant, and up-to-date. The author cites a mix of foundational studies (e.g., Wilson et al., 2003; Portugal-Perez & Wilson, 2009), institutional reports (e.g., African Union Commission, WTO, UNCTAD), and recent scholarly works (up to 2023 and 2025), which supports the currency and credibility of the research. The inclusion of policy papers, regional datasets, and publications from development institutions like Afreximbank, ECDPM, and the World Bank further strengthens the practical grounding of the study.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript uses appropriate academic vocabulary, clear sentence structure, and consistent terminology throughout. Key concepts are well-explained, and the tone aligns with standards expected in policy-focused or development-oriented journals. However, there are occasional instances of wordiness, informal phrasing, or redundancy (e.g., expressions like «the region is littered with challenges»), which could be refined for better precision and professionalism. A light editorial review or copyediting pass would help improve flow, eliminate minor grammatical inconsistencies, and enhance clarity, especially in the abstract and discussion sections.

In summary, the manuscript meets the minimum standard for scholarly English but would benefit from minor stylistic polishing to ensure clarity, consistency, and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript addresses an important and underexplored area in the literature on African regional integration by focusing on the real-world barriers to implementing AfCFTA trade facilitation measures within the SADC region. Its strength lies in the use of primary data, a grounded methodological approach, and a clear policy-oriented focus that bridges academic inquiry with practical recommendations. The structure is logical and the argumentation well-supported. With some minor refinements, particularly in language clarity, abstract focus, and the inclusion of a few comparative references, the paper has strong potential to contribute meaningfully to both academic debate and policy design in the field of African trade and development.
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