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	Author’s Feedback (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 valuable empirical evidence to the understanding of how localized economic empowerment schemes (EES) impact enterprise performance in different regional contexts within Tanzania. Given the paucity of region-specific analyses, the study fills a critical gap by comparing the Mara and Arusha regions, highlighting nuanced differences in economic outcomes, gender dynamics, and sectoral profitability. The methodological rigor, including detailed profitability, viability, and employment analyses, offers significant insights for policymakers and practitioners aiming to improve poverty reduction strategies and inclusive economic development. Overall, the study is a substantial addition to development economics and policy literature focused on Sub-Saharan Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is generally suitable and accurately reflects the scope and focus of the study. However, for conciseness and clarity, consider a slight rewording:
	

	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 highly comprehensive, providing a clear overview of the study’s objectives, methodology, key results, and policy implications. However, it is quite long and dense, more like a mini-paper than a concise abstract.
Suggestions:

•
Shorten by reducing repeated references to regional details, which are better left for the body of the 

   paper.

•
Include the sample size (495) earlier in the abstract for clarity.

•
Explicitly mention that both quantitative and qualitative methods were used.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and demonstrates careful methodological application. The use of Net Profit Margin, Return on Investment, and Benefit-Cost Ratio is appropriate for evaluating enterprise performance. The sampling approach is well-justified, and the regional comparison is insightful and well-executed.

However, there are areas for improvement:

The manuscript would benefit from clearer discussion on the limitations of cross-sectional data for causal inference.

Some analytical results, particularly profitability and viability ratios, show extreme values (e.g., very high ROIs) that warrant cautious interpretation. Authors should briefly discuss why such high ratios occur and whether they may reflect data outliers or small denominators.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally extensive, relevant, and appropriately cited, with many up-to-date publications (including papers from 2018–2023). However, the references section lists numerous food security and nutrition sources (e.g., WHO, FAO nutrition reports) that appear unrelated to this specific manuscript on economic empowerment and enterprise performance. This seems to be a leftover from another paper or template.


	

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


	Overall, the language is of a very high scholarly standard.
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