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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 addresses an important and timely issue the sustainability and success factors of startups, which are vital to economic growth, innovation, and job creation.Its integrative approach and use of PRISMA 2020 guidelines enhance methodological rigour and provide a valuable evidence base for researchers and other policy makers.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The Title could be made more specific by making it “Challenges and Opportunities of Startup Businesses: A PRISMA-Guided Systematic Literature Review (2010–2025)” This would highlight both the time scope and methodological strength
	

	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.


	Consider condensing the methodology portion to reduce repetition (“qualitative synthesis relying for its methodology” can be rephrased). The authors(s) should add a sentence on the significance or practical implications of the findings for entrepreneurs, policy makers, etc.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	More needs to be done here. The PRISMA flow diagram should be presented with clearer quantitative details (number of records identified, screened, excluded, included). The discussion section could more strongly link findings to theoretical frameworks (e.g., entrepreneurial ecosystem theory, resource-based view). More explicit mention of limitations and future research directions in the conclusion should be included.
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	References are  recent, and relevant, but not sufficient. Author should consider adding seminal entrepreneurship frameworks such as: Shane & Venkataraman (2000). 'The Promise of Entrepreneurship as a Field of Research”. Academy of Management Review, etc.
	

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


	The language is suitable but calls for minor editing for grammar, flow, and clarity. Author(s) should avoid over-capitalization (e.g., “Study” should be “study”). Paragraph transitions in the “Results and Discussion” should also be improved for smoother readability.
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