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	PART  1: Comments


	
	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.

	The paper is a high-quality and untimed empirical study of the drivers of performance in the Myanmar Food MSME sector- a segment where very few studies have been conducted in a quantitative manner. The paper is valuable in explaining how demographic, business, and institutional factors influence the performance of the enterprise in the emerging economies. It is useful to policymakers and development institutions that are concerned with the strengthening of MSMEs, sustainable food systems and inclusive economic development in Southeast Asia. Its policy effects of accessibility to capital and institutional facilitation are specifically critical in the post-pandemic recovery stage.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately represents the scope and content of the study.
Alternative suggestion (optional): “Determinants of Performance among Food MSMEs in Nay Pyi Taw: An Empirical Analysis” – this version may provide slightly more academic tone.
	

	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 concise, detailed and properly organized. It contains the objectives and the methodology, the key findings and policy implications in brief. Nevertheless, the author can pay attention to the fact that the R2 value (0.723) should be mentioned in the abstract directly because it indicates the strength of the model. Also, the conclusion may be enhanced with a sentence that gathers the policy suggestion (capital access and training relevancy).
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the paper is scientifically valid. The methodology is properly selected (the multiple regression analysis is used), supported with theoretical and empirical sources, and the data are described properly. The assumptions of the model, the choice of variables, and the statistical diagnostics conform to the econometric standards. The results are rational and in agreement with the literature. Nonetheless, this discussion might be extended slightly to apply Myanmar context to the larger ASEAN MSME development models.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are sufficient, recent, and relevant.
	

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

	The English is scholarly of the highest quality. The writing is clear, logically organized and does not have any grammatical mistakes. The use of technical terms is appropriate, and the tables are not confused. The small stylistic modifications might enhance fluency (e.g., some of the analytical sections may have shorter sentences).
	




	Optional/General comments

	It is a great empirical article with the implications to the policy on MSME policy in Myanmar and other developing economies. The discussion is complete and clear, supported results are substantiated and recommendations are practical. The study can have an even more significant impact with minor improvements on the connection of findings to regional strategies of SME development (e.g., ASEAN policy frameworks).

The paper is well-structured, well-methodological, and scholarly. It is proposed to make only a few amendments, primarily, the inclusion of more recent literature, the discussion of the implications of the regional perspective, and minor corrections in the abstract.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

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