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	PART 1: Comments

	
	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.
	In my view, this manuscript tackles a timely and important issue in global agriculture by synthesizing evidence on how Good Agricultural Practices shape productivity, profitability, and sustainability. As climate change, land degradation, and food safety concerns intensify, a clear understanding of the drivers and barriers to GAP adoption becomes essential for guiding policy and extension efforts. By pulling together findings from diverse regions and farming systems, the paper tries to clarify which interventions actually work in practice and where smallholder farmers continue to face structural obstacles.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes
	

	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 clear, but it is not fully comprehensive for a review paper. It summarizes the drivers, profitability, and benefits of GAPs, but omits several elements readers expect.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound in intention but not fully rigorous in execution. The evidence presented is generally correct, and the major claims about GAP adoption, profitability, and sustainability are supported by existing literature. However, several scientific issues weaken its credibility:
Some data and citations are inconsistent or incomplete, which affects reliability.
The methodology is not proper for a paper described as a “systematic review,” limiting scientific rigor. A few sections summarize findings without critical evaluation, making the analysis feel descriptive rather than analytical.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	No. several inconsistencies stand out: (i) some references cited in the text but not included in the reference list.
(ii) some references included in the list but not cited in the text
	

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

	Optional/General comments
	 It needs major revisions. The author(s) need to improve in their substantial rewriting, restructuring, citation correction, and methodological strengthening.
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