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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.


	This manuscript provides a significant contribution to the body of literature on small and medium enterprises (SMEs) in a developing economy setting by establishing an empirical relationship between managerial mindfulness, business model innovation (BMI), and firm survival and continued growth. The combination of Attention-Based View (ABV) with mindfulness theory contributes to advancing the knowledge on how group psychological conditions of managers can affect the outcome of strategic innovations. The special attention paid to SMEs in Sri Lanka, especially under the impact of crisis conditions, including COVID-19, offers a useful contribution to scholars, policy-makers, and practitioners interested in enterprise resilience. The research is timely, relevant, and offers novel empirical data to business model innovation intersections that are under-researched.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is suitable, specific and well coordinated with the aims, methodology and results of the study. It effectively presents the most important constructs (managerial mindfulness, business model innovation, SME survival and growth) and the empirical setting (Sri Lanka). No change is required.
	

	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 detailed and properly organised. It explicitly describes the study purpose, methodology, main findings, originality and implications of the research. Nonetheless, there are some recommendations on minor improvements:

· The sample size and the method of analysis (PLS-SEM) could be briefly mentioned in the abstract to reinforce the clarity of the methodology.

· Certain expressions might be reduced in order to enhance readability and brevity.

· Comprehensively, the abstract precisely depicts the contents of the manuscript and needs slight editorial behaviour.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, there is scientific soundness of the manuscript. The study design is high-quality and the hypotheses are clearly formulated basing on proven theoretical framework. The application of PLS-SEM is suitable since the study is exploratory and predictive. Development of measurement, reliability and validity ratings, mediation analysis, and robustness testing are done in a systematic and transparent manner. The findings are logically interpreted in the discussion against the previous literature and theory. The research has high methodology rigour and internal consistency.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are also comprehensive, topical, and mostly recent with recent research published as late as 2024. The paper has a high level of interaction with classical and recent literature in business model innovation, mindfulness, and SME studies. Minor issues include:

· Some typographical errors in reference style.

· There are some references that seem to be incomplete in the list and must be reviewed.

On the whole, the reference base is adequate and suitable in a scholarly article.
	

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


	The quality of the language is mostly appropriate to academic communication. The text is well composed and ideas are well elaborated. Nevertheless, some grammatical mistakes, unnatural expressions, and lengthy sentences might have an impact on the readability. To increase the clarity and fluency, a professional copy-editing or language review is suggested.
	

	Optional/General comments


	· The paper is quite lengthy; a conceptual section and methodology can be slightly condensed to enhance the flow.

· Tables and figures are helpful, but they must be checked properly in terms of the formatting consistency.

· The discussion section is good but more demarcation between empirical and theoretical interpretation would be more effective to be clear.

· The limitations section is adequate.
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