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	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 is really important for the scientific community because it highlights the significant role that Awake NGO plays in empowering women entrepreneurs through hands-on support. By diving into the specific interventions and support strategies used by the NGO, the study offers valuable insights into effective ways to promote women's economic empowerment. The findings from this research can help shape policies and practices, leading to the creation of more targeted and effective initiatives to support women entrepreneurs. Additionally, the study emphasizes the crucial role of personalized support and mentorship in helping women achieve entrepreneurial success.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
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	Yes
	

	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 gives a solid overview, but it could better with a few tweaks. I suggest some addition to enhance clarity and depth:  1. it would be helpful to briefly state the main research question or objective. 2. Clarifying the implications of the key findings for women's empowerment or entrepreneurship would add value. 3. Emphasizing how this study contributes to the existing literature or policy would strengthen the argument.
I also suggested that some background details, like the National Policy for Empowerment of Women, might be trimmed or removed if they don't directly relate to the study. 
I suggest a revised abstract structure: 1. Introduction (1-2 sentences): Set the context and outline the research objective. 2. Methodology (1 sentence): Describe the research design, sample, and location. 3. Key findings (2-3 sentences): Summarize the main benefits of AWAKE's activities. 4. Implications (1 sentence): Discuss the contribution to women's empowerment or entrepreneurship.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound, but some areas can be improved I therefore; suggest improvement in the following areas; to:
1. Provide more context on AWAKE NGO's activities and significance.
2. Clarify respondent selection criteria and sample representatives.
3. Use clear and concise language throughout.
4. Expand discussion on implications, contributions, and limitations.
5. Ensure consistent formatting and labeling of tables and figures.
6. A simple random sampling method may not ensure representativeness.
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	The references are not sufficient and are not recent. The researcher should work more to improve the recent of the references.
	

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


	The language and English quality of the article are generally suitable for scholarly communication, but there are some few areas that require improvement:
1. Grammatical errors and awkward phrasing
2. Inconsistent verb tense and subject-verb agreement
3. Some sentences are wordy or unclear
4. Minor punctuation errors
5. Use of different font styles
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