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	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.


	This scholarly article presents a comprehensive picture of the development, structure, and research direction of China's new rural comprehensive economic policy, which is of great value to the academic community. This article evaluates the academic output of the past two decades through bibliometric analysis and provides a systematic analysis of research trends, key authors, institutions, and key topics. This study not only highlights the gaps in existing knowledge, but also opens up new research avenues for policymakers and researchers on rural development, shared prosperity, and social capital. The important contribution of this article is to clarify the operational nature and innovative directions of China's rural economic policy, which provides a solid foundation for a broad academic discussion.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title of the article is good, but I recommend this:
“A Bibliometric and Systematic Review of China’s Rural Collective Economy Policy: Trends, Themes, and Operating Mechanisms (2004–2024)”
	

	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 relatively comprehensive, as it includes the research topic, objectives, methodology used (bibliometric analysis), data sources (Web of Science), and key findings. However, some suggestions for improvement are presented:

 Suggested improvements:

A clearer description of the research problem:

Although the abstract mentions that there is no synthesis of existing research, it would be better to explain this scientific gap more clearly, for example: “The practical mechanisms for implementing this policy have not yet been evaluated in a coherent manner.”

A broader description of the method should be added:

Only “R software” is mentioned, but it should be explained that this study includes both bibliometric analysis and a systematic review that used the PRISMA framework. This is important to increase credibility.

Keep key findings brief and specific:

The summary should end with a brief, clear, and specific conclusion, such as:

“The results show that key issues in rural economic policy, such as agricultural cooperatives, joint ventures, and social capital, have become the focus of research, which plays a fundamental role in sustainable development.”

Mention recommendations or scientific value:

It is best to end the summary with a statement of the value of the study and its potential for use by policymakers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This article is scientifically accurate, reliable, and prepared in accordance with research standards, and is considered a valuable contribution to the scientific community.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the article's sources are generally adequate and relatively up-to-date. Most of the references are from 2015 to 2023, which is an important factor in the topicality of the topic. In particular, the sources related to bibliometric analysis, rural economics, shared prosperity, and China's economic policy are taken from reputable journals.
	

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


	The manuscript’s language is suitable for academic publishing, with only minor edits needed for polishing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Address the following comments:

1. Increase the clarity of the abstract: The abstract should provide a clear picture of the research problem, methodology, key findings, and scientific value. It is recommended that a brief summary of the results and the implications of the study be added at the end.

2. Improve linguistic clarity: Some sections contain long and complex sentences. It is recommended that the manuscript be edited once by a professional linguist or journal style editor to increase clarity and fluency.

3. Lack of international theoretical frameworks: The research analysis section does not mention international theoretical models (such as the Sustainable Livelihood Framework). Using these frameworks would increase the depth of analysis.

4. Add recent sources: Although the sources are sufficient, adding one or two new sources from recent articles published in 2023 and 2024 would better illustrate the modernity of the topic.

5. Explanation of the application of the results: The results should be explained in terms of policy-making, scientific use, and social impact to increase the practical value of the paper.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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


	


Reviewer details:

Imranullah Akhtar, Alfalah University, Afghanistan

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

