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	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 addresses a timely and strategically important topic concerning the potential establishment of a lithium-ion battery manufacturing industry in Zambia within the broader global transition toward renewable energy systems. As demand for energy storage technologies increases, developing countries rich in critical minerals are gaining attention as emerging actors in the global battery value chain. The study provides a useful synthesis of infrastructural, technological, environmental, and policy-related challenges that may influence industrial development in resource-rich economies. By consolidating literature across multiple developing regions and highlighting Zambia as a representative case, the paper contributes to discussions on industrial diversification, value-addition strategies, and sustainable energy transitions. The review may be particularly valuable for policymakers, researchers, and investors interested in energy systems development in Africa.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is generally suitable and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript. It communicates both the geographical focus and the thematic scope related to lithium-ion battery industry establishment. However, the title could be slightly refined to emphasize the analytical dimension of the review. 

A suggested alternative title is “Challenges and Strategic Pathways for Lithium-ion Battery Industry Development in Zambia: A Systematic Review”. This version strengthens clarity and highlights the forward-looking nature of the study.


	

	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 provides a broad overview of the study objectives, contextual background, and major findings related to infrastructural deficits, technological gaps, and policy constraints. It successfully highlights Zambia’s mineral resource advantage and the relevance of lithium-ion batteries in global clean energy transitions. Nevertheless, the abstract could be improved by making the systematic review process more explicit. For example, the number of studies analyzed, the thematic categories used, and the methodological approach for synthesis should be briefly stated. Additionally, the conclusion could be made more concise by focusing on the most significant strategic recommendations rather than listing multiple general policy suggestions.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically sound in terms of conceptual discussion and thematic categorization of challenges associated with lithium-ion battery manufacturing in developing countries. The systematic review framework is outlined, including database selection, keyword construction, and thematic analysis procedures. However, the scientific rigor could be enhanced by improving transparency in methodological justification. For instance, clearer criteria for study inclusion and exclusion, as well as a more structured synthesis framework (e.g., PRISMA-style flow description), would strengthen credibility. Furthermore, deeper analytical comparison between Zambia and leading battery-producing countries would increase the explanatory power of the discussion.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a relatively extensive reference list covering technological, environmental, and policy aspects of lithium-ion battery production. Several recent publications are cited, particularly in the context of energy storage technologies and sustainability concerns. However, the review could benefit from the inclusion of more high-impact international literature focusing on global battery supply chains, industrial policy for critical minerals, and circular economy strategies in battery manufacturing. Incorporating additional references from energy policy journals and materials science review papers may further strengthen the scholarly depth.


	

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


	The English language quality is understandable but requires substantial improvement for scholarly communication. There are frequent grammatical inconsistencies, awkward sentence constructions, and repetition across sections. Some paragraphs are overly long and combine multiple ideas without clear transitions. Professional language editing is strongly recommended to improve clarity, readability, and academic tone. Refining sentence structure and ensuring consistency in terminology will significantly enhance the manuscript’s presentation quality.


	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript addresses an important industrial development issue but would benefit from stronger integration between sections. In particular, the discussion could more explicitly connect technological barriers, infrastructure deficits, and environmental concerns into a unified analytical framework. Additionally, figures and tables should be presented with clearer captions and contextual interpretation within the text. Strengthening the conclusion by synthesizing key insights rather than reiterating descriptive content will improve the overall impact of the study.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
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