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	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 centers around issues that matter to scientists across disciplines. It is a considerable step forward in understanding the ethical governance of agricultural biotechnology, especially in Africa. The authors through the use of critical theory, revolt against the dominance of the technocratic model, which they show to be incompatible with the need for an inclusive, governance framework more sensitive to the context. The research opens up a livelier dialogue between the sectors of innovation, ethics, and indigenous knowledge systems, providing more just and sustainable ways of biotechnology utilization. The study’s findings have an important role in the ongoing worldwide debate about epistemic justice and responsible innovation, which in turn, can lead to scientific investigations being more reflective and socially responsive.
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	The topic is about Innovation, Inclusion, and Indigenous Systems, which matches and comprehensive. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-founded. It demonstrates a rigorous application of established theoretical frameworks such as Bacchi’s WPR approach, Foucault’s biopolitics and Fricker’s epistemic justice, ensuring analytical depth and conceptual coherence. The author supports arguments with extensive, up-to-date references from reputable sources, including peer-reviewed journals, institutional reports and international policy documents.
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	The author supports arguments with extensive, up-to-date references from reputable sources, including peer-reviewed journals, institutional reports and international policy documents.
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