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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.

	This manuscript contributes meaningfully to the ongoing discourse on youth engagement in agricultural entrepreneurship, especially in developing countries. By investigating how forms of business ownership, governance structures, and legislative compliance influence the sustainability of youth-led agricultural projects, the study provides valuable empirical evidence from South Africa. Its findings have implications for policymakers, incubation programs, and youth support initiatives in sub-Saharan Africa. The manuscript addresses a critical knowledge gap, particularly regarding post-incubation sustainability challenges, thus offering actionable recommendations for long-term agribusiness viability.

	

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

	Yes, the title is appropriate, clear, and reflects the core themes of the study.
Optional suggestion (if shortening is desired):
“Business Ownership, Governance, and Legal Compliance Influencing Sustainability of Youth Agribusiness in South Africa”

	

	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 clear summary of the problem, methods, and major findings.
Suggestion for improvement:
Consider including key statistical results (e.g., coefficients or significance levels) to reinforce the empirical contribution.
The sentence “... internal communication approaches and decision-making strategies helped young agripreneurs achieve medium-term sustainability…” could briefly specify how these mechanisms contribute to sustainability.

	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes.The manuscript demonstrates sound scientific methodology. The use of a multinomial logistic regression model is appropriate for examining categorical outcomes (non-sustainable, short-term, medium-term, and long-term sustainability). Model adequacy is tested, and the interpretation of regression results is meaningful and well-structured. The discussion section is rich in context and well-linked to both theoretical and practical implications.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, the manuscript draws from an extensive and updated list of references.
Strengths: More than 50 references cited, with several from 2022–2024.Good balance between global (ILO, UN, IFAD) and local (Stats SA, regional studies) sources.
Suggestion:
Consider including more comparative studies from other African countries (e.g., Rwanda, Ghana, Kenya) to further strengthen regional generalizability.
	

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

	Mostly Yes, but minor grammatical refinements are recommended for scholarly clarity.
Examples:
Replace “most agripreneurs within the study sample reported a lack of…” with “most agripreneurs reported a lack of…”
Reduce redundant phrasing such as “positive influence…influencing sustainability.”
A light copy-editing pass is encouraged to enhance fluency.

	

	Optional/General comments

	The authors provide strong theoretical grounding and practical recommendations—commendable effort.
The implications section can be more explicitly tied to policy recommendations (e.g., how government incubation programs might adjust to the findings).
Table 3 is dense; consider highlighting statistically significant variables in bold to enhance readability.
A graphical model (e.g., conceptual framework) showing hypothesized relationships could enrich the paper further.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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