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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 paper is valuable because it connects China’s Rural Revitalization Strategy with the practical challenges of taking a traditional local product to global markets through e-commerce. It does a good job of bringing together what’s known from theory, especially the Uppsala and Network models, and applying it to a real context. Still, the authors should make their review process clearer (how sources were selected, coded, and analysed) and include a more structured framework showing how e-commerce supports internationalization at local level.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is highly suitable.
	

	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 mostly comprehensive, clearly outlining the aims, methodology, and key results. However, it can be strengthened by better integrating the theoretical context and making the contribution of the conclusion more specific.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, based on the provided structure, the manuscript appears to be scientifically and methodologically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references appear sufficient and adequately recent, predominantly citing literature from 2022 to 2025, which is highly commendable.
	

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


	The language is suitable for scholarly communications, but certain sections may benefit from minor refinement to enhance clarity and flow.
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The theoretical foundation, which integrates the micro-level firm theories (Uppsala Model and Network Theory) with the macro-policy context of China's Rural Revitalization Strategy (RVS), is theoretically robust. However, the framework requires explicit operationalization. While the text identifies three core strategic dimensions (digital platform capability, brand heritage and export readiness, and RVS ecosystem support) it fails to visually or structurally map how these concepts interact to produce the five analytical themes. The authors should introduce a conceptual model (e.g., Figure 2) clearly illustrating the hypothesized relationships between the theoretical inputs and the resulting dimensions of internationalization outcomes (e.g., market entry, export volume, brand awareness).

2. While Section 5 clearly identifies five relevant thematic barriers (Brand, Quality, Logistics, Talent, Risk), the section requires a more rigorous demonstration of evidence synthesis, which is mandatory for a Systematic Literature Review. Currently, the text presents key findings as declarative statements (e.g., brand awareness remains limited). To elevate the academic transparency and robustness of the review, the authors must increase the density and explicitness of in-text citations throughout Section 5. For every identified theme and sub-point, the discussion must immediately follow the observation with the specific sources from the corpus that support it. This systematic citation practice demonstrates how the 56 selected studies converge to form the derived conclusion, making the synthesis process transparent, traceable, and ultimately more credible.

3. Section 6 provides comprehensive policy recommendations well-aligned with the identified challenges. However, they are predominantly framed as interventions for government or policymakers. To maximize the practical utility of the guidance, the recommendations should be differentiated by actor (e.g., Government, Tea Industry Associations, Individual Enterprises) and include a discussion on the prioritization of resource allocation. For instance, given the findings, should resource-constrained SMEs prioritize securing international Quality Certification over immediate heavy investment in Cross-Border Logistics? This layer of strategic guidance is essential for providing practical value to Fuliang tea businesses.

4. The study's stated aim is to identify key challenges and opportunities for global expansion. While the results offer a detailed analysis of the barriers (e.g., logistics inefficiency, talent shortage, risk management vulnerability) , the discussion of opportunities (leveraging Fuliang’s rich cultural heritage, high-quality production base, and the strategic support of the RVS ) is underdeveloped. The final synthesis should dedicate a specific subsection to consolidating and analyzing the potential competitive advantages mentioned in the literature to provide a balanced and motivating perspective on the pathway to internationalization.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there are no apparent ethical issues in this manuscript.
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