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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 holds significant value for the scientific community as it sheds light on the role of corporate responsibility in advancing sustainable agriculture, especially in rural regions like Guangxi. By exploring the governance, social, and environmental facets of CSR, it enhances our understanding of how businesses can contribute to sustainable development goals. The research also addresses practical challenges such as cost and knowledge gaps, offering solutions that can guide policymakers,

researchers, and industry stakeholders.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	"The Impact of Corporate Responsibility on Corporate- Sustainable Agriculture in Guangxi," is generally understandable but slightly awkward and redundant. Alternative Titles:

"The Impact of Corporate Social Responsibility on Sustainable Agriculture in in Guangxi"

( OR)
"Enhancing Agricultural Sustainability through Corporate Responsibility: Evidence from Guangxi"
	

	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 good general overview of the study,
but it could be improved to make it more comprehensive, clear, and academically structured. The abstract miss the objective of the study and the Redundancy may be prevented
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is generally scientifically aligned with the topic, but the following important issues that need to be addressed to ensure it meets strong academic standards:

1. Lack of Research Questions and Hypotheses
2. Lack of Theoretical Framework
3. The paper does not follow a standard structure of research paper writing.

4. Overgeneralization of Claims-Some statements assume causality without evidence, such as “CSR helps promote sustainability” without empirical

backing.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient and recent, and they also provide strong scholarly support for a manuscript focused on

corporate responsibility and sustainability in the agricultural sector, particularly in an emerging economy like China.
	

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


	Though the article is suitable for scholarly communication, but there are a few areas where the language and structure could be improved for better clarity, conciseness, and flow. There are few gramatical mistake like -The manuscript switches between past and present tenses, which may confuse readers.S ome sentences

are long and could be broken into smaller parts,
	

	Optional/General comments


	If revised to reduce redundancy, improve transitions, and address grammar issues, this manuscript could meet the standards for a high-quality academic paper.

Suggestions:
· Simplify sections with complex or unclear language to enhance clarity and readability.

· Deepen the analysis by incorporating more localized context and providing a more detailed discussion of the implications of CSR in Guangxi.

· Ensure accurate citation formatting and proper paraphrasing.

· Provide clearer justification for the selection of articles and the methodology used in data analysis to strengthen the research.

A major revision is recommended to enhance its contribution to the field and improve its suitability for scholarly communication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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)
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