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	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 provides valuable insights into the strategic drivers of performance for women-owned SMMEs in a developing economy context. It addresses a significant research gap by empirically testing the mediating role of strategic planning, a relationship often theorized but less frequently examined, especially concerning this specific demographic. The findings offer practical, evidence-based guidance for entrepreneurs, policymakers, and support organizations aiming to foster women's entrepreneurship.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	Yes, the title is suitable.
	

	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.

	It is suggested that mention key findings in terms of the direct relationships (H3, H4, H5) alongside the mediation results. This provides a more complete summary of the study's outcomes.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	
The manuscript is scientifically robust. It employs a sound quantitative methodology, using appropriate statistical tools like PLS-SEM for testing mediation.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and include a good mix of foundational and recent works (up to 2025).
	

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

	The language is suitable for scholarly communication.




	

	Optional/General comments

	Tables 8, 9, and 10 all report on the mediation of strategic planning between strategic thinking and performance, creating confusion. Table 9's title mentions "Strategic Innovation" but its content seems to repeat the analysis from Table 8. This section needs careful revision for clarity and accuracy.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
No ethical issues were detected.
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