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	Reviewer’s comment
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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.


	1. This manuscript provides a comprehensive systematic review of the challenges and opportunities faced by startup businesses, which is highly valuable for researchers and policymakers aiming to understand the dynamics of entrepreneurial ecosystems. 
2. To guide future research and useful solutions, it synthesises previous empirical evidence and highlights important internal and external impediments to startup success. 

3. The findings are reliable and reproducible thanks to the rigorous approach that adheres to PRISMA principles, which also adds to the body of knowledge on entrepreneurship. Strategic directions for supporting sustainable startups are provided by the insights into ecosystem development, legislative assistance, and digitalisation. 

4. All things considered, by combining many viewpoints into a coherent framework for startup growth and resilience, this work enhances knowledge in the sector.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Challenges and Opportunities of Startup Businesses: A Systematic Literature Review," is clear and descriptive. 

SUGGESTION:

 "Navigating the Startup Ecosystem: A Systematic Review of Challenges and Opportunities for Entrepreneurial Success."
	

	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 article's abstract provides a clear overview of the study's objectives, design, methodology, main findings, and conclusions, making it reasonably complete. It gives enough details about the review's goal, the range of works it examined, and the key takeaways about the opportunities and difficulties faced by startups. Nonetheless, the following improvements could increase its informativeness and clarity:

Specify the main types of challenges identified.
Highlight the significance of findings.
Clarify the implications of opportunities.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The article seems to be sound based on the excerpts that have been provided. It synthesises reliable data on startup possibilities and difficulties using a recognised systematic literature review (SLR) technique that adheres to established principles like PRISMA. 

A targeted and thorough evaluation of peer-reviewed sources published after 2010 is ensured by the well-defined inclusion and exclusion criteria. 

A structured understanding of the internal and external obstacles faced by startups, as well as possible strategic possibilities, can be obtained through thematic analysis of data from numerous studies. The debate strengthens the validity of conclusions by integrating findings from multiple reliable sources. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	There are 27 references out of a minimum of 20, which are sufficient, and they are all more recent.
	

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


	The language used is accessible to readers familiar with the field of study. However, the author has at least 60 corrections and should use GRAMMAR for reduction.
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