

Review Form 3
	

	Book Name:
	Book of Economic Development and Entrepreneurship

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_BPR_6771.2

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	THE EFFECTS OF HUMANE ENTREPRENEURSHIP ON SMALL, MEDIUM, AND MICRO ENTERPRISES' PERFORMANCE

	Type of the Article
	Book Chapter





	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 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 makes a meaningful contribution to the growing body of work on humane entrepreneurship, an emerging paradigm that integrates entrepreneurial, sustainability, and human-resource orientations. The study is particularly valuable within the context of SMMEs in South Africa, a sector that faces persistent performance and survival challenges. By empirically examining the correlations between humane entrepreneurship strategies and business performance, the chapter provides actionable insights for policymakers and practitioners. Its findings offer practical pathways for promoting sustainable, socially responsible, and employee-centred entrepreneurship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is appropriate and clearly reflects the content of the manuscript.
Optional alternative: Humane Entrepreneurship and Its Influence on SMME Performance.
	

	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 comprehensive. However, it would benefit from:
· A clearer articulation of the research gap.
· Brief description of the three orientations (EO, SO, HRO).
· A sentence highlighting practical implications for SMMEs or policymakers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and technically robust. Minor issues include wording repetition in the methodology section and the need for a clearer justification for the use of convenience sampling. Discussion can be strengthened by explicitly linking findings to theoretical concepts.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are recent and adequate. The manuscript may, however, benefit from adding 1–2 foundational works on SMME performance in developing economies.
	

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

	
Overall, the language is clear, appropriate, and academically aligned. Minor grammatical or structural refinements may enhance flow.

	

	Optional/General comments

	


  Consider condensing the demographic findings.
  Adding interpretive notes to table captions would strengthen clarity.
  The discussion section could expand on interpretive insights beyond result summarisation.
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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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