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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 provides a timely and comprehensive synthesis of global pineapple market dynamics and value chain structures, a topic of increasing relevance given the rapid commercialization and sustainability challenges facing tropical fruit systems. By integrating perspectives from global value chain theory, sustainability, and resilience, the review advances conceptual understanding of how power asymmetries, governance mechanisms, and upgrading pathways shape outcomes for smallholders and other actors. The manuscript is particularly valuable for researchers, policymakers, and development practitioners seeking evidence-based insights into inclusiveness, environmental pressures, and innovation opportunities within agri-food value chains. Overall, the study makes a meaningful contribution by consolidating fragmented literature and identifying clear future research directions in a strategically important horticultural sector.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally appropriate and reflects the scope of the manuscript. However, it could be slightly refined to better capture the analytical depth and sustainability focus of the review.suggested topic may be”Global Pineapple Markets and Value Chains: Dynamics, Governance, and Sustainability Challenges”
	

	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 well-structured, comprehensive, and clearly communicates the objectives, scope, and key contributions of the review. It effectively highlights production and trade patterns, value chain governance, power asymmetries, and sustainability concerns. However the abstract could briefly clarify the methodological approach (e.g., narrative review, systematic synthesis) to strengthen transparency. It is suggested to consider  condensing overlapping statements on sustainability and inclusiveness to improve conciseness
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and conceptually well-grounded. The arguments are logically developed and supported by established theoretical frameworks such as global value chain analysis and sustainability–resilience perspectives. The synthesis of economic, social, and environmental dimensions is coherent and appropriate for a review article. 


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and relevant to the topic. The manuscript draws on key literature related to global value chains, agri-food markets, and sustainability. However, the inclusion of a few more recent studies (last 3–5 years) on supermarketization, sustainability standards, climate resilience, and circular bioeconomy applications in horticulture could further strengthen the review. Incorporating recent FAO, OECD, or World Bank reports on tropical fruit value chains may also enhance policy relevance.


	

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


	The language and overall English quality are suitable for scholarly communication. The manuscript is clearly written, with appropriate academic tone and terminology. Only minor editorial polishing may be required to improve sentence flow and reduce occasional verbosity, but no major language revisions are necessary.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript represents a valuable and well-executed review that merits publication after minor revisions.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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