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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.


	The manuscript is relevant to the scientific community through its integrated approach to the relationship between agri-food processing and sustainable development, in a constantly changing economic and social context. The study contributes to the specialized literature by using rigorous statistical methods and by providing empirical results that highlight the impact of economic, social and technological factors on the performance of processing units. The results obtained provide a useful analytical framework for both researchers and decision-makers interested in public policies and sustainable rural development strategies. By substantiating the conclusions on concrete data and quantitative analyses, the paper strengthens the scientific basis necessary for the formulation of effective interventions in the agri-food field.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate to the content of the manuscript, as it reflects the central theme and variables analyzed in the study. It clearly indicates the field of interest and suggests the analytical approach used, facilitating the framing of the work within the specific scientific area.
	

	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 coherent and reflects the central theme of the study, but is not fully comprehensive from a scientific perspective. 

In its current form, the abstract describes the context and objective of the paper, but the methodological component is presented too generally. It is recommended to explicitly specify the type of method used, the period analyzed and the source of the data. It would also be useful to synthetically mention the main quantitative results or key findings, not just general formulations on relevance or impact.  

In its current form, the contribution is suggested, but not formulated firmly enough.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound, but presents some aspects that require clarification and consolidation. 

The theoretical foundation is adequate and correlated with the research topic, and the argumentation follows a coherent logic. However, in certain sections, the delimitation between descriptive analysis and interpretation of the results is not clear enough. Also, a more detailed explanation of the methodology is necessary to allow the evaluation of the results. 

The presented results are consistent with the formulated objectives, but their interpretation can be deepened by more consistent reporting to recent specialized literature.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	For a topic about agro-processing, post-harvest losses, rural financing and the contribution to sustainable development, it is recommended to strengthen the bibliographic base with recent sources.
	

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


	There are awkward wording, minor grammatical errors, and some imprecise expressions that may affect scientific clarity. Professional proofreading in English is recommended to ensure coherence and fluency of the text.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No obvious ethical issues are identified in the manuscript. There are no indications of plagiarism, data fabrication, or undeclared conflicts of interest.
	

	Are there competing interest issues in this manuscript?
	No conflicts of interest are stated in the manuscript.
	

	If plagiarism is suspected, please provide related proofs or web links.
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	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”
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	MARKS of this  manuscript

	Give OVERALL MARKS you want to give to this manuscript 
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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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