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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.


	The manuscript “Boundary Drivers in Agribusiness: A Review on Market-Centered Growth and Development” is important to the scientific community because it systematically explores the evolving forces that shape the boundaries of agribusiness. By integrating market, technological, institutional, and policy perspectives, the review offers a comprehensive framework for understanding how agribusiness can adapt to global challenges, such as sustainability and value chain integration. The study’s inclusion of recent technological advancements such as AI, blockchain, and circular economy practices speaks directly to the direction of contemporary research in agriculture. Its insights into eco-innovation and the inclusive participation of women and youth present actionable pathways for future policy and entrepreneurial development in the sector.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, “Boundary Drivers in Agribusiness: A Review on Market-Centered Growth and Development,” is suitable and accurately reflects the core focus of the manuscript. It communicates the scope drivers, boundaries, and market growth while drawing attention to agribusiness as the central theme. If greater specificity is desired, consider “Boundary Drivers and Market-Centered Expansion in Agribusiness: Integrative Review of Technological, Institutional, and Policy Trends”.
	

	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 generally comprehensive, summarizing major themes of market globalization, technological innovation, sustainability, and institutional frameworks. However, the repetition of some sentences could be reduced for clarity. Consider adding a clear sentence about the methodological approach (systematic review of recent literature) and clarifying the concrete scope of findings (e.g., main opportunities and constraints highlighted).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct in its conceptual framing, methodology, and the use of up-to-date analytical models such as Multi-Level Perspective (MLP) and Technological Innovation Systems (TIS). The literature review draws from scholarly databases, and the thematic synthesis aligns with accepted standards in agribusiness research. Claims are well supported by recent literature and conceptual frameworks.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include recent works (2019-2025), covering technological, market, and policy aspects. However, referencing more region-specific research from Sub-Saharan Africa, Latin America, or Southeast Asia could further strengthen the manuscript’s international relevance. Potential additional references may include reviews on climate-smart agriculture, rural entrepreneurship, and food security in global South contexts.
	

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


	The English language quality is suitable for scholarly communication in agribusiness and agricultural economics. The text is clear, coherent, and appropriately academic, with only minor instances of redundancy or lengthy sentences that could be streamlined for readability.
	

	Optional/General comments


	This timely and well-structured review contributes significantly to both academic discourse and practical policy planning in agribusiness. Its multidimensional approach, especially its attention to digital transformation and circular economy principles, reflects contemporary priorities in the field. Inclusion of more real-world case studies and recommendations for capacity building among marginalized groups could enhance applied value even further.

The manuscript is well-organized, current, and insightful, with only minor suggestions for refining the abstract, adding region-specific literature, and streamlining language for optimal readability. There are no ethical, competing interest, or plagiarism concerns, and the manuscript makes a substantial contribution to agribusiness literature
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