Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_AJEBA_149011

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Exploring the role of Business model innovation in driving entrepreneurial success: evidence from Sub-Saharan Africa

	Type of the Article
	


	PART  1: Comments



	
	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.


	The manuscript addresses a highly relevant topic for Sub-Saharan Africa, where small business performance and innovation capacity remain critical drivers of economic development. The study contributes empirical evidence across four countries, offering a comparative view that is often missing in the literature. By focusing specifically on value proposition innovation and process innovation, the paper adds clarity to the mechanisms through which business model redesign affects entrepreneurial outcomes. Overall, it provides meaningful insights for policymakers, practitioners, and scholars interested in entrepreneurship in emerging economies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is clear, informative, and accurately reflects the scope and purpose of the paper. It highlights both the thematic focus (business model innovation) and the regional context (Sub-Saharan Africa). I consider it suitable as it stands.
	

	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 generally well structured and outlines the objectives, methodology, sample size, and key findings. However, it could be improved by briefly specifying the sampling technique and a clearer statement of the practical implications of the results. A final sentence linking the findings to broader policy or managerial implications would strengthen it.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound and follows a logical progression from introduction to conclusion. The theoretical background is adequate, and the hypotheses are well aligned with the chosen constructs. The methodology is clearly described and appropriate for the study objectives. One observation is that the sampling technique (snowball sampling) introduces potential bias, which should be acknowledged more explicitly in the limitations. Overall, the analysis is robust, and the regression results are correctly interpreted.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are generally sufficient and include several recent studies (2023–2025). The authors have captured relevant literature from Africa as well as international sources. A minor recommendation would be to incorporate an additional reference on business model innovation frameworks (e.g., Osterwalder & Pigneur) to strengthen the conceptual section.
	

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


	The language is understandable and generally clear. There are, however, occasional grammatical inconsistencies and overly long sentences, particularly in the introduction and literature review. A light proofreading is recommended to improve readability, flow, and conciseness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript is well-structured and addresses an important gap by examining business model innovation across multiple Sub-Saharan African countries. The results are meaningful and align with existing theory. Some sections could be more concise, especially the conceptual review, which repeats similar ideas. The authors may also consider expanding the discussion on policy implications, especially regarding training programs and digital tools for SMEs.
The paper is well-structured, methodologically sound, and contributes to the literature. Minor improvements in language clarity, expansion of the implications section, and small refinements to the abstract will enhance its quality but do not affect the core scientific contribution.
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