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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 

1.  The study on Acacia catechu-based entrepreneurship is timely and relevant, addressing an 

important area of agribusiness with socioeconomic impacts on rural communities. 

2. The introduction provides a thorough understanding of Acacia catechu's significance, its uses, 

and medicinal properties, which strengthens the rationale for the study. 

3. The objectives of assessing entrepreneurship potential and suggesting policy implications are 

well-defined and align with the study's scope. 

4. The research methodology, including data collection methods and sample size, is clearly 

explained, giving readers insight into how the study was conducted. 

5. A sample size of only 25 entrepreneurs may limit the generalizability of findings. A larger 

sample could provide more robust conclusions. 

6. Convenience sampling, while useful, may introduce bias. Random or stratified sampling could 

strengthen the reliability of the study results. 

7. The analysis primarily uses basic mathematical tools. More advanced statistical methods could 

deepen the insights and improve data validity. 

8. Minor errors in spelling and grammar were noted, which could benefit from further proofreading 

for clarity and professionalism. 
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