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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 holds significant importance for the scientific community as it bridges the gap between biotechnology innovation and ethical governance in sub-Saharan Africa. By critically examining Kenya’s agricultural biotechnology policies through the lenses of epistemic justice, indigenous knowledge, and participatory ethics, it offers a novel, pluralistic framework for inclusive governance. The study challenges the dominance of technocratic models and emphasizes the integration of indigenous epistemologies into policy-making. Its findings contribute to the global discourse on responsible innovation, sustainable agriculture, and social justice, making it a valuable reference for policymakers, bioethicists, and researchers advancing equitable biotechnology governance worldwide.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title “Ethical Governance of Agricultural Biotechnology in Kenya: Innovation, Inclusion, and Indigenous Systems—A Critical Narrative Review” is suitable as it accurately reflects the manuscript’s scope, methodology, and key themes. It clearly conveys the focus on ethical governance, indigenous knowledge, and inclusive innovation within Kenya’s biotechnology landscape. However, for enhanced conciseness and academic appeal, an alternative title could be: “Ethical Governance and Indigenous Knowledge in Kenya’s Agricultural Biotechnology: Toward Inclusive and Sustainable Innovation.” This revised title maintains clarity while emphasizing ethical, cultural, and sustainability dimensions central to the study’s contribution.
	

	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 comprehensive and well-structured, effectively summarizing the study’s objectives, methodology, and key findings. However, it can be improved by briefly highlighting the theoretical frameworks (Bacchi’s WPR and Foucault’s biopolitics) to strengthen its analytical focus. Additionally, the abstract could better emphasize the study’s implications for policy reform and ethical inclusion in biotechnology governance. Reducing lengthy descriptions and adding one sentence on the study’s broader relevance to sub-Saharan Africa would enhance clarity and global appeal. Overall, minor revisions in structure and conciseness will make the abstract more engaging, precise, and aligned with academic publication standards.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	yes
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	yes
	

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


	yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The abstract should briefly mention theoretical frameworks (Bacchi’s WPR and Foucault’s biopolitics) for clarity.

· Some sentences are overly long and complex—simplify for readability and conciseness.

· Verify that all sources listed in the references are cited in the main text.

· Minor grammatical and typographical errors need correction throughout the manuscript.

· Figures and tables should include clear captions and sources.

· Strengthen the conclusion by summarizing policy implications more explicitly.

· Ensure uniform formatting for headings and subheadings across sections.
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