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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 offers a timely, integrative review of pineapple market dynamics and value-chain structures across multiple producing regions, bringing together governance, sustainability and circular-bioeconomy perspectives that are not often synthesised in one place. By combining recent country case studies (Bangladesh, Ghana, Ethiopia, Costa Rica, etc.) with GVC and resilience frameworks the review helps identify practical upgrading pathways and policy levers for more inclusive pineapple sectors.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the current title is suitable. 
	

	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.


	Yes, the abstract summarizes scope, findings and policy priorities effectively and aligns well with the main text.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound overall.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is comprehensive and includes recent studies up to 2025 (e.g., Boakye et al., 2025; Kamusoko & Mukumba, 2025; Shohe et al., 2025), demonstrating currency. Key methodological and conceptual literature (Gereffi et al. on GVC governance; recent sustainability/resilience work) is cited.
	

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


	Overall, readable and appropriate for an international journal. Some long sentences and minor stylistic/grammar issues occur; a careful language edit (copy-editing) would improve flow and readability (shorten complex sentences, check article use and pluralization). Examples of awkward phrasing and occasional repetition in the Introduction and Conclusions.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· Add a PRISMA-like flow diagram or a short table showing: databases searched, number of hits, final studies included, time window. This will strengthen reproducibility.

· Add a table summarising the corpus (country, method, sample size where available) so readers can quickly see evidence coverage.

· Make the policy recommendations more specific by prioritising 2–3 concrete actions per region (e.g., cold chain investment in Bangladesh; certification support in Ghana).

· If possible, include a short-boxed case (1 page) that illustrates a successful inclusive upgrading example (helps practitioners).

· Clarify the criteria used to exclude grey literature (Limitations mentions the exclusion but specify rationale).
	


	PART  2: 



	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	
	


Reviewer details:

Khalid Joya, Kiel University, Germany

Created by: DR
              Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM
   
Version: 3 (07-07-2024)

