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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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 addresses an important socio-economic issue regarding women entrepreneurs in the informal sector, with a focus on Musakanya market in Mpika district, Zambia. The paper contributes to the literature by highlighting the types of support women entrepreneurs receive, the challenges they face in accessing both formal and informal support, and the effect of such support on business sustainability and growth. Its findings are significant for policymakers, development organizations, and scholars interested in gender, entrepreneurship, and informal economies in Sub-Saharan Africa. The work adds valuable insights that can inform policy interventions, improve support mechanisms, and strengthen women’s entrepreneurial capacity.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it reflects both the population studied and the context (informal business in Musakanya market). However, for clarity and conciseness, a suggested alternative could be:
“Support Mechanisms for Women Entrepreneurs in Informal Businesses: Evidence from Mpika’s Musakanya Market, Zambia.”
	

	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 fairly comprehensive. It outlines the study’s methodology, findings, and conclusion. However, it could be strengthened by briefly mentioning the sample size and methodological approach (mixed methods) to give readers immediate clarity on the study design.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct. However, the analysis could benefit from deeper statistical testing beyond descriptive methods, as this would strengthen the robustness of the findings.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript includes a good range of references, many of which are recent (2018–2023). However, a few more recent sources on gender and entrepreneurship in Sub-Saharan Africa could be added to strengthen the literature review.
	

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


	The language is generally clear, but there are grammatical issues and awkward phrasing in several sections (e.g., “women in the informal sector has raised…” should be “women in the informal sector have raised…”). Minor editing for grammar, sentence structure, and consistency in tense would improve readability and professionalism.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

The manuscript does not explicitly state ethical clearance procedures, such as informed consent from participants or approval from a research ethics board. This should be clarified, as it is essential in studies involving human subjects.
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