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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 addresses a critical gap in the macro-entrepreneurship literature by examining how inflation dynamics, credit access, and institutional reform jointly shape startup formation in a low-income, high-volatility context. Its use of time-series modelling and the disaggregation of inflation volatility represents a methodological innovation rarely applied to African economies, offering both empirical and theoretical contributions. By situating Uganda's policy reforms within broader macro-financial trends, the study provides valuable insights for development economists, policymakers, and scholars of institutional change. The findings challenge linear models of entrepreneurship and underscore the need for volatility-sensitive policy design in fragile economic environments.
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	It is generally appropriate, but it can be improved for clarity, academic precision, and discoverability.
The phrase Startup Formation is unclear; does it refer to formal business registration, entrepreneurial intention, or firm survival?
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	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 covers all necessary components, but it should be revised for clarity, brevity, precision, and alignment with the strength of empirical findings. Doing so would make the article more accessible, especially to interdisciplinary readers, journal editors, and citation databases
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	There is an inconsistent interpretation of findings and weak empirical claims; the study could represent a valuable and scientifically credible contribution to macro-entrepreneurship research in low-income contexts. Therefore, it is partially scientifically correct, with key revisions needed to ensure rigour and accuracy.
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	requires careful editing for sentence clarity, punctuation, and terminological consistency.
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