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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 minimumof 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The chapter explores a highly relevant topic by examining how demographic factors influence access to financial resources among informal sector traders in Umlazi, South Africa. The study contributes meaningfully to literature on informal economies, financial inclusion, and local economic development. The findings have strong policy implications for government, financial institutions, and development agencies seeking to enhance support for informal micro-entrepreneurs.

This manuscript is important because it deepens the understanding of financial exclusion within the informal economy, which is critical in developing countries where informal trade supports livelihood generation and poverty reduction. It also addresses a research gap by examining how age, gender, years of trading, and education influence access to finance—variables seldom analysed collectively in informal sector studies. The findings provide valuable insights that policymakers, financial institutions, and business development agencies can use to design inclusive financial systems. The study adds to the growing academic discourse on how demographic realities shape economic participation in marginalised communities.
	

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

	Yes, the title is suitable, clear, and accurately reflects the scope and focus of the research. No change 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 clearly outlines the aim, context, and significance of the study. However, it should briefly state the methodological approach (qualitative interviews) and number of participants to improve methodological transparency. A short sentence on the main findings would further enhance clarity for readers.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically sound. The qualitative design, phenomenological approach, purposive sampling, and thematic analysis are appropriate for the study objectives. The themes generated from data align with interview findings and the literature. To further strengthen scientific robustness, a specific subsection on limitations of the study would be beneficial.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The chapter includes an extensive and relevant reference list with a strong mix of foundational and recent studies up to 2025. These works cover informal sector economics, financial accessibility, business skills development, and local governance. No additional references are necessary.
	

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

	The language is generally suitable for scholarly communication. Minor editing for conciseness and grammar would improve flow, as some sentences are long and repetitive. Headings and formatting are well structured.
	

	Optional/Generalcomments

	1. Consider condensing the literature review to avoid repetition around financial exclusion and informal sector policy.
2. A conceptual framework diagram would improve readability and theoretical alignment.
3. Table and figure numbering should follow a consistent sequence (e.g., “Figure X” and “Table X” formatting).
4. The conclusion is strong, but adding a short paragraph acknowledging methodological limitations would enhance academic rigor.
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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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