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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.


	This manuscript holds significant importance for the scientific community by providing empirical evidence on how budgeting practices and investment strategies drive business growth among women entrepreneurs in small businesses in Cameroon, a context often underexplored in developing economies. It addresses key gaps in financial inclusion and gender-specific entrepreneurship, offering actionable insights for policymakers to design training programs and tailored financial products that could enhance economic development, job creation, and poverty reduction. As a reviewer, the manuscript is liked for its use of robust linear regression analysis on primary survey data, which yields meaningful coefficients (e.g., 0.408 for budgeting practices and 0.407 for investment strategy), demonstrating statistical rigor despite the small sample of 30 respondents. However, it is disliked for its moderate scale reliability (Cronbach's alpha 0.6006) and some inconsistencies, such as mismatched reliability descriptions referencing unrelated blockchain content, which require revision to strengthen credibility before publication.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title, "Financial Planning Strategies for Women Entrepreneurs in Small Businesses in Cameroon," is suitable as it accurately captures the manuscript's core focus on empirical analysis of budgeting, investment, and related strategies impacting business growth in this demographic and region. It employs concise, keyword-rich phrasing aligned with JEL codes L26 (entrepreneurship), M21 (financial planning), and O55 (Africa/economic development), making it searchable and relevant for entrepreneurship and development economics journals. No alternative title is needed, though a minor refinement to "Impact of Financial Planning Strategies on Business Growth among Women Entrepreneurs in Small Businesses in Cameroon" could more explicitly highlight the key regression findings if the authors wish to emphasize outcomes.
	

	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 mostly comprehensive, effectively summarizing the study's objective, methodology (survey of 30 women entrepreneurs with robust linear regression), key findings (e.g., 0.408 coefficient for budgeting practices and 0.407 for investment strategy on business growth), and policy recommendations for training and financial products. However, it lacks mention of limitations, such as the small sample size (n=30) and moderate reliability (Cronbach's alpha 0.6006), which could temper claims of generalizability to broader Cameroonian contexts. Suggest adding a phrase like "despite a modest sample size" after the methodology and deleting or qualifying the strong phrasing "significantly influence" for non-significant variables (e.g., risk assessment, financial goal setting) to better align with regression p-values; also, correct any residual inconsistencies like blockchain references in reliability descriptions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	This manuscript demonstrates scientific correctness through its appropriate application of robust linear regression analysis to primary survey data from 30 women entrepreneurs in Cameroon, correctly addressing heteroskedasticity and normality issues as per Hayes and Cai (2023), with a well-specified model (F-test p=0.000, R-squared=0.435). It is scientifically robust due to rigorous diagnostic tests, including low multicollinearity (mean VIF=1.255), pairwise correlations supporting variable relationships (e.g., 0.492 between budgeting practices and investment strategy), and ethical data handling with informed consent, ensuring reliable quantification of effects like the 0.408 coefficient for budgeting on business growth. Technical soundness is evident in the Resource-Based View theoretical framing, which aptly positions financial planning as a competitive resource, and comprehensive diagnostics like reliability testing (Cronbach's alpha=0.6006, acceptable for exploratory work), though authors should revise mismatched reliability descriptions (e.g., blockchain references) for precision. Overall, these elements affirm the manuscript's validity for advancing gender-specific entrepreneurship research in developing economies, warranting minor refinements for publication.

	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in this manuscript are sufficient in quantity and adequately recent, spanning 2021–2024 with key works like Nkwi et al. (2023), Agyapong et al. (2023), and Patel et al. (2024) that directly support the focus on financial planning, women entrepreneurs, and Cameroonian/Ghanaian contexts. They robustly ground the Resource-Based View theory (Barney, 1991) and empirical claims, such as budgeting's role in growth, while citing methodological precedents like Hayes and Cai (2023) for robust regression. To strengthen contextual relevance and address potential gaps in Cameroon-specific women entrepreneurship studies, suggest adding: Athsie À Bambae Laurence Lord (Global Journal of Management and Business Research, on exogenous factors of financial performance for women entrepreneurs in Cameroon); and Nso (2022, Journal of Management and Social Economics, on challenges and opportunities for women MSMEs in Cameroon including financing). These would enhance the literature review's local applicability without overextending the list.

	

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


	The language and English quality of this manuscript are generally suitable for scholarly communication, with clear structure, precise terminology (e.g., "robust linear regression," "variance inflation factor"), and logical flow across sections from introduction to findings. Sentences effectively convey complex ideas, such as the regression coefficients (0.408 for budgeting practices, 0.407 for investment strategy) and their implications for women entrepreneurs in Cameroon, supporting readability for an academic audience. However, minor issues persist, including awkward phrasing (e.g., "Yaound in Cameroon" should be "Yaoundé, Cameroon"), inconsistent tense usage in the literature review, and erroneous content like blockchain references in the reliability test description, which undermine polish. Authors should proofread thoroughly and consider professional editing to eliminate these for publication readiness.

	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript offers a valuable empirical contribution to entrepreneurship literature by quantifying the impact of financial planning strategies on business growth for women-owned small businesses in Cameroon, with robust regression results highlighting budgeting (β=0.408, p=0.068) and investment strategies (β=0.407, p=0.022). Strengths include a well-applied Resource-Based View framework, thorough diagnostics (low VIF=1.255, R²=0.435), and practical policy recommendations for training and financial products tailored to this demographic. Weaknesses encompass the small sample size (n=30), moderate reliability (α=0.6006), and textual inconsistencies like misplaced blockchain references in results, which suggest data or copy-paste errors needing correction. Authors should expand limitations discussion, refine English phrasing (e.g., "Yaound in Cameroon" to "Yaoundé, Cameroon"), verify all citations for accuracy, and consider sensitivity analyses to bolster generalizability before resubmission.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No ethical issues are evident in this manuscript. The methodology explicitly states adherence to ethical principles, including confidentiality, anonymity of respondents, and obtaining informed consent from all 30 women entrepreneur participants, aligning with standard practices for survey-based research in Cameroon. Data handling appears sound, with no signs of fabrication or falsification, and the quantitative analysis maintains transparency through detailed regression outputs and diagnostics. Authors should document the specific ethics review process (e.g., via a Cameroonian institutional board like those under MINRESI or MINSANTE) in revisions to further affirm compliance.
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