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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 is important for the scientific community because it systematically reviews and synthesizes current knowledge on the internationalization of Fuliang tea e-commerce under China’s rural revitalization strategy. By identifying key barriers such as brand building, quality certification, logistics, talent development, and risk management, the study provides a comprehensive framework for both researchers and practitioners aimed at enhancing the global competitiveness of local agricultural products. The findings offer actionable policy recommendations and highlight critical research gaps, facilitating future studies and strategic interventions in rural digitalization and agricultural export. Ultimately, this work advances theoretical understanding and practical guidance for internationalizing agri-food supply chains within evolving rural economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Here is a concise, two-line academic title suggestion for your manuscript:

"Influence of Social Comparison and Pro-Environmental Values on Generation Z’s Green Purchase Intention: An Empirical Study"


	

	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 you provided is comprehensive and well-structured for a systematic literature review. It clearly states the research aim, study design, methodology, key results, and conclusion. The inclusion of keywords is also appropriate.

Suggestions for improvement:

· Consider explicitly stating any limitations or scope constraints briefly.

· You could add one line on the significance or potential impact of the findings.

· Avoid overly technical language to maintain accessibility.

· Ensure it's concise (usually under 250 words) while retaining essential points.

Overall, your abstract effectively summarizes the study and can be slightly enhanced with those additions if relevant.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears scientifically sound based on the detailed systematic literature review method employed. It demonstrates a rigorous selection of relevant publications, proper thematic analysis, and clearly articulates challenges and opportunities related to the internationalization of Fuliang tea e-commerce.

The structure follows established academic standards, including clear aims, study design, methodology, findings, and conclusions based on evidence. The discussion integrates theoretical frameworks with practical insights, enhancing the manuscript’s validity.

One recommendation is to ensure transparency in search strategies and inclusion/exclusion criteria for selected studies if not already detailed. Overall, the manuscript is methodologically robust, logically coherent, and contributes valuable knowledge suitable for scientific publication.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The research paper is scientifically sound, well-structured, and provides valuable insights into the internationalization of Fuliang tea e-commerce. The methodology is robust, and the references are current and sufficient to support the study's findings and conclusions.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are appropriate for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clear, well-organized, and uses formal academic style suitable for an international research audience, ensuring effective transmission of the study's findings and insights.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript presents a well-structured and timely study that significantly contributes to understanding the internationalization challenges and pathways for rural e-commerce, particularly in the tea industry. The methodology is rigorous, and the literature review is comprehensive, providing valuable insights for scholars and practitioners. The language is clear, and the findings offer actionable recommendations. Some minor improvements in explicitly stating limitations and impact in the abstract could enhance clarity. Overall, the paper is suitable for publication with minor revisions.
It is well-prepared but could benefit from minor revisions, such as more explicit discussion of limitations.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	Based on the review of the manuscript content you shared, there do not appear to be any explicit ethical issues. However, it’s essential to ensure that ethical considerations, such as informed consent, confidentiality, and data protection, are explicitly addressed if primary data collection was involved. If your study involves human participants, make sure you include a statement confirming ethical approval from an institutional review board or ethics committee. If such details are missing, consider adding a section clarifying ethical compliance.
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