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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 manuscript addresses an important gap in the literature by providing a comprehensive synthesis of agroforestry commodity value chains in South Asia, focusing on India and Bangladesh. It contributes to understanding how structural barriers, market inefficiencies, and institutional gaps affect agroforestry development. The review has potential value for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners aiming to strengthen sustainable rural livelihoods and industrial raw material supply through agroforestry-based value chains.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title reflects the content well. However, to enhance precision, you might consider:

“Agroforestry Commodity Value Chains in South Asia: A Comprehensive Review 
	

	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 clear but needs a stronger justification for the study and should include key findings. I recommend adding future research and practice directions, such as developing digital market intelligence platforms, gender-responsive value chain models, and climate-resilient agroforestry systems. The abstract should also point to practical pathways like strengthening farmer cooperatives, creating public–private partnerships for processing infrastructure, and harmonizing policies to improve market access.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and provides a thorough synthesis of agroforestry value chain literature in South Asia. The use of regional case studies (India and Bangladesh) is appropriate and well-documented. However, the methodology section needs more clarity on how secondary sources were selected and assessed. The discussion should not only interpret the author’s findings but also critically engage with other related research to draw clear pathways for policy and practice. It would benefit from a deeper comparative analysis across regions rather than treating each case independently. Integrating more recent data on digital market integration, gender inclusion, and climate-resilient agroforestry models, as well as quantitative indicators such as market volumes, price trends, and farmer income changes, would strengthen the evidence base and make the discussion more rigorous and actionable.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are well selected and generally align with the manuscript’s scope, but the list would benefit from incorporating more recent and diverse studies to strengthen the review’s scientific depth. I recommend adding:

· Leakey, R.R. (2020). A re-boot of tropical agriculture benefits food production, rural economies, health, social justice and the environment. Nature Food, 1(5): 260–265.
· Ezeomah, B., & Duncombe, R. (2019). The role of digital platforms in disrupting agricultural value chains in developing countries. In International Conference on Social Implications of Computers in Developing Countries (pp. 231–247). Cham: Springer International Publishing.

· Singh, A.K., Kumar, N.M., Singh, B.K., Agnihotri, D., & Karada, M.S. (2023). Incorporating agroforestry approaches into commodity value chains: A review.
· Jung, D.R. & Vendrametto, O. (2025). Agroforestry for Food Security and Public Health: A Comprehensive Review. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 22(4): 645.
· Jacobi, J., Lara, D., Opitz, S., de Castelberg, S., Urioste, S., Irazoque, A., Castro, D., Wildisen, E., Gutierrez, N., & Yeretzian, C. (2024). Making specialty coffee and coffee-cherry value chains work for family farmers’ livelihoods: A participatory action research approach. World Development Perspectives, 33: 100551.
Including these updated studies will align the manuscript with current research on agroforestry value chains, digital platforms, climate resilience, and participatory approaches to improving rural livelihoods.
	

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


	The language is generally clear and understandable, but several sections require refinement for scholarly communication. Some sentences are lengthy and repetitive, especially in the introduction and discussion, and would benefit from improved flow and concise expression. Minor grammatical corrections are needed to maintain consistency in tense and style. Technical terms are appropriate, but careful editing for sentence structure and transitions between sections will improve readability and overall academic quality.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript covers an important topic by synthesizing agroforestry commodity value chains in South Asia and offers valuable insights for policy and practice. The regional case study approach is a strength, and the inclusion of institutional and market perspectives adds depth. To further enhance the manuscript, I recommend:

· Integrating more quantitative data (market volumes, income impacts) in the discussion.

· Drawing clearer comparative pathways between regions to highlight patterns and policy implications.

· Incorporating recent research on digital platforms, gender-responsive value chains, and climate resilience.

· Refining the abstract to include study justification, key findings, and future research directions.
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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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