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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 analyzes the internationalization challenges and opportunities Fuliang tea e-commerce faces amidst the ‘Revitalization of the Countryside’ Initiative in China. It also attempts to fill an important research gap by reviewing the literature on the internationalization of e-commerce in rural agriculture. Such studies remain deficient in the literature. For improving the literature's global perspective of local agricultural products, the findings could assist scholars, practitioners, and policymakers from various perspectives. By integrating different components of branding and other strategic areas, including quality control, transportation, skills training, and analyzing and minimizing risks, the current work seeks to contribute in the theoretical and practical literature on the changes needed in the rural economy.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title encompasses the study focus well and is appropriately titled the internationalization of Fuliang tea e-commerce under the rural revitalization strategy. It is precise and encapsulates the range of the study accurately. There is no need for a different title.
	

	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 inclusive and succinctly conveys the objectives, methods, findings, and the overall conclusion of the study. It succinct explains the research design, major findings, and implications, and no substantial additions or deletions are warranted. For the sake of precision, the abstract would benefit from the inclusion of the specific thematic areas examined- namely, branding, quality standards, logistics, talent, risk management. This would better inform readers about the specific scope of the review.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Indeed, the manuscript is accurate in its scientific content. The approach taken in the manuscript is aligned with standard procedures for systematic reviews of the literature, including the definition of a searching strategy, inclusion/exclusion criteria, and thematic analysis. The conclusions are consistent with the findings of the literature reviewed, and the conclusions are justifiable based on the evidence presented. The synthesis of the literature is solid, and the manuscript meets the academics’ requirements.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are adequate and up-to-date with key researches that span over 2010 to 2025. They include Chinese and English publications, which provide a balanced opinion. There is no other review necessary since the paper already relies on a wide range of relevant sources. However, subsequent versions could extend to more recent case studies of rural e-commerce internationalization in other areas to have the means to afford the comparative.
	

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


	The article has appropriate language and quality of the English used in scholarly communication. The writing is accurate, brief and free of significant grammatical mistakes. The language used is also suitable to the discipline and the company is organized easily to be understood. Some slight revisions of the flow of information and vocabulary could make the text easier to read, however, the article meets the criteria of scholarly publication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article has a well-organized writing and offers a significant contribution to the academic community on the topic of rural e-commerce and internationalization of agriculture. The argumentation of policy suggestions that is based on empirically obtained outcomes enhances its empirical relevance. The use of a PRISMA flow diagram and thematic analysis contributes to creating more visibility and methodological rigor of the review. As a result, the study lays a solid ground on future research activities in relation to rural regeneration and computerization of agriculture.
The manuscript is well-prepared and makes a significant contribution to the field. It is suitable for publication with minor revisions to enhance clarity and readability. The study’s findings and recommendations are highly relevant for both academic and practical audiences.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

There are no ethical issues in this manuscript. The study is a systematic literature review that synthesizes previously published research and does not involve primary data collection from human or animal subjects. All sources are properly cited, and the review adheres to academic integrity standards.
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