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	PART 1: Comments

	
	Reviewer’s comment

	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 is important because it provides empirical evidence on how agro-food processing units contribute to sustainable development in developing countries. It highlights their role in employment creation, income generation, food security, and environmental sustainability. The findings are valuable for policymakers, researchers, and development practitioners working in agricultural value chains and rural industrialization. Furthermore, the study contributes to the limited literature on agro-processing and sustainability in the context of Burundi and similar African economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is suitable because it clearly reflects the focus, scope, and geographic context of the study.
Optional suggested improvement:
“Agro-Food Processing Units and Their Contribution to Sustainable Development: Evidence from Ngozi Province, Burundi.”
	

	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 manuscript does not contain a clearly structured abstract. The introduction provides background information but does not summarize key results and conclusions.
Suggestions:
· Add a structured abstract (200–250 words).
· Include objectives, methodology, major findings, and policy implications.
· Present key statistical results briefly.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is generally scientifically sound. The methodology is clearly described, including sampling techniques, data collection tools, and statistical analysis methods. The results are presented using appropriate tables and statistical indicators. However, the low KMO value reported in factor analysis should be explained as a
limitation to strengthen methodological transparency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	· References are sufficient, including local (Burundi) sources and international literature on agro- processing, food security, and sustainable development.
· Most references are recent (2020–2023), though some older references (e.g., 1987, 1998) are appropriate for theoretical foundations.
Suggestion: Consider adding recent literature (2023–2025) on Sub-Saharan African agro-processing or sustainable value chains to strengthen currency.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	· Overall, the manuscript is readable and suitable for scholarly communication.
· Minor grammatical and style corrections are needed (e.g., “Valeur” and “Pourcentage” in tables should be translated to English for consistency).
· Some sentences are long and can be simplified for clarity.
	

	Optional/General comments
	· The manuscript is well organized and presents useful data. However, the authors should improve clarity by reducing repetition between the results and discussion sections. Additionally, all tables and figures should be carefully checked to ensure consistent formatting.
	















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?
	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)

No ethical issues are evident.
	

	
Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No competing interest issues are identified.
	

	
If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
	No clear evidence of plagiarism is detected from the provided text.
	




	PART 3: Declaration of Competing Interest of the Reviewer:

	Here reviewer should declare his/her competing interest. If nothing to declare he/she can write “I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”	I declare that I have no competing interest as a reviewer”




	PART 4: Objective Evaluation:

	Guideline
	MARKS of this manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript ( Highest: 10 Lowest: 0 )
Guideline:
Accept As It Is: (>9-10) Minor Revision: (>8-9)
Major Revision: (>7-8) Serious Major revision: (>5-7)
Rejected (with repairable deficiencies and may be reconsidered): (>3-5) Strongly rejected (with irreparable deficiencies.): (>0-3)
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	Editorial Comments (This section is reserved for the comments from journal editorial office and editors):

	
	Author‟s Feedback
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