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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 paper is important because it focuses on one of Africa’s biggest development challenges how to build sustainable biomanufacturing and supply chains that support economic growth. It connects science, technology, and policy in a meaningful way, showing how innovation in biomanufacturing can create jobs, strengthen healthcare, and promote regional self-reliance. The topic is very relevant right now as Africa pushes for industrialization and vaccine independence, making this study valuable for both researchers and policymakers.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title reflects the main idea, but it could be made a bit smoother. A clearer version might be:
“Sustainable Biomanufacturing and Supply Chain Diversification for Economic Growth in Africa: Barriers, Opportunities, and Policy Pathways.”
This version highlights the focus on sustainability, Africa’s development, and actionable outcomes.
	

	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 rich in information and gives a strong overview of the paper’s purpose and findings. However, it would benefit from shorter, clearer sentences and removing repeated phrases. It could also use a little more structure — start with the problem, mention the approach or focus, summarize key findings, and end with why it matters. This would make it easier to read and more engaging.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically sound and well-supported by current research. It presents solid arguments and links them logically to existing literature. Some paragraphs are quite dense, so simplifying or splitting them into smaller parts would make the ideas clearer without losing depth.
	

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

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


	The English is clear enough to follow, but the manuscript would benefit from light editing to fix grammar, repetition, and long sentences. With a bit of polishing, it will read smoothly and meet scholarly communication standards.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	There are no ethical concerns in this manuscript since it doesn’t involve experiments or human/animal data
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