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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 addresses an important and timely topic concerning the sustainability of youth-led agricultural projects in South Africa, an area that remains under-researched despite the rising emphasis on youth employment, agripreneurship, and rural development. By examining the combined effects of business ownership structures, governance mechanisms, and legal compliance, the study contributes to a more holistic understanding of the determinants of project survival. This integrated perspective is valuable for policymakers, incubators, NGOs, and youth empowerment programs. The findings can inform future interventions aimed at strengthening the institutional and managerial capacities of young agripreneurs.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable and clearly reflects the scope of the paper.
	

	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 comprehensive and reflects the study's objectives, methods, and key findings.
But I suggest the following:
· Include a concise statement on the theoretical or practical significance of the study.
· Clarify the type of sampling technique and any limitations (e.g., generalisability).
· Provide a short concluding sentence highlighting the main policy implication.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Overall, the manuscript is scientifically sound and well-structured. The theoretical background is sufficiently grounded in the literature, and the methodology (multinomial logistic regression) is appropriate for the categorical outcome used. The interpretation of coefficients is largely correct.
However, the manuscript would benefit from:
1. A clearer explanation of how sustainability categories (short-term, medium-term, long-term) were operationalized and validated.
2. More discussion on model limitations, potential omitted variable bias, and the cross-sectional nature of the data.
3. A brief justification for the variables included in the governance index.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are generally sufficient and include recent sources up to 2024/2025.
	

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

	
Overall, the English language is understandable, but the manuscript requires moderate language editing for clarity, conciseness, and grammar.
Common issues include:
· Long sentences needing simplification
· Minor grammatical inconsistencies
· Occasional repetition
· A professional language edit or proofreading would improve readability.

	

	Optional/General comments

	1. The results section is rich but would be more reader-friendly with clearer subheadings and shorter paragraphs.
2. Consider reorganising the discussion to avoid repetition between findings and implications.
3. Figures or conceptual diagrams illustrating the determinants of sustainability could enhance clarity.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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

	





Reviewer details:
Khalid Joya, Kiel University, Germany





Created by: DR	              Checked by: PM                                             Approved by: MBM	   	Version: 3 (05-12-2024)	
