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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.


	The manuscript addresses a critically understudied area, the intersection between personal debt and mental health among sole proprietors in micro, small, and medium enterprises (MSMEs) in a low-resource setting. It offers valuable empirical data from a specific geographic and socioeconomic context, contributing to the broader discourse on the social determinants of mental health and financial well-being. The findings highlight how behavioral dimensions of debt, such as overconfidence and peer influence, correlate with mental health outcomes like stress, resilience, and social support. This study provides actionable insights that can inform community-level interventions, mental health programming, and financial literacy policies targeted at entrepreneurs, particularly in developing economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is appropriate and aligns well with the manuscript’s content and objectives. It provides a clear indication of the study’s focus and target population, which is helpful for readers scanning literature in this area. That said, for improved readability and academic precision, you might consider rephrasing it slightly. An alternative could be: “Personal Debt and Mental Health: A Correlational Study Among Sole Proprietors of MSMEs”
	

	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 provides a good overview of the study, highlighting its objectives, methodology, key variables, and main findings. It clearly outlines the relationship explored between personal debt and mental health among MSME sole proprietors and gives readers a reasonable sense of the study’s relevance.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript appears to be scientifically sound and methodologically appropriate for the research question posed. The use of a descriptive-correlational design is suitable for examining relationships between variables such as personal debt and mental health. The authors demonstrate a clear understanding of their conceptual framework (SDOH), and the instruments used are relevant and previously validated in related studies. Data analysis methods, including Pearson’s correlation and ANOVA, are correctly applied and well-explained. While the scientific approach is generally appropriate, a few sections, particularly those reporting statistical findings, could benefit from clearer presentation and more precise interpretation of results. Nevertheless, the scientific rigor of the work is acceptable and supports the conclusions drawn.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references cited are generally relevant and provide a solid foundation for the manuscript. Several key concepts, such as the social determinants of health, mental well-being, and financial stress, are supported by appropriate sources. However, the majority of the references appear to be from earlier than 2020, and the inclusion of more recent studies from the past three to four years would help strengthen the paper’s currency and academic weight. It may also be beneficial to incorporate literature from international public health and mental health journals to offer broader context and enhance the study’s generalizability. For example, recent work on financial insecurity and mental health outcomes among small business owners or vulnerable populations in post-pandemic contexts would be a valuable addition. While the current list is serviceable, updating and expanding the reference base would greatly benefit the manuscript.
	

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


	The manuscript is written in generally understandable academic English, and the core arguments are communicated with clarity. However, certain sections, particularly in the methodology and discussion, contain syntactic and stylistic inconsistencies that may distract readers or obscure meaning. While these issues are not severe, they suggest the need for careful linguistic polishing. A professional language edit or review by someone with experience in academic writing would enhance the fluency, coherence, and overall readability of the text. Improving the language would not only elevate the manuscript’s scholarly tone but also better reflect the quality of the research conducted.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is scientifically robust and addresses a timely, socially relevant topic. With minor editorial and structural enhancements, it could be accepted for publication without major concerns.
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