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	PART  1: Review Comments


	Compulsory REVISION comments

	Reviewer’s comment
	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. Why do you like (or dislike) this manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The article provides insights into the financial difficulties faced by Small and Medium-sized Enterprises (SMEs), particularly in Cameroon.  It highlights the concept of the "Rule of Minimum Financial Balance," a principle that can be crucial for maintaining financial stability within SMEs. This rule ensures that businesses do not operate beyond their financial capacity, preventing insolvency. The article provides a case-specific example of Cameroon, offering an in-depth view of how financial strategies can be adapted to local contexts.
	

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

	Yes, it is suitable, but I prefer to add the country (Cameron) to the title. This helps the reader to know where the study is conducted.
	

	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.

	Yes. No need for any suggestions. One correction, it is written in the abstract “. We data from two surveys, the first..” the authors need to add “collect or obtain”.
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, but “characteristics of the sample” prefers to move from method to result section.
	

	Please write a few sentences regarding the scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do you think that this manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.
	Already mentioned in the first section
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	There are some problems in the reference that need to be fixed. First of all, there are no new references (2018, 2020, 2021, 2023 and 2024) while 2015, 2016,  2017 and  2022 only have one reference. Hence, the article depends heavily on old references, and that is weak. Yet, Ndjeck N. et Yamb B. (2019), Touna Mama (2008), BeyinaOnguene E. (2008) and others are in the reference list but not in the article. While Mayoukou 2008 is in the article and not in the reference list. 
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	

English is good. While some journals accept that, I did not prefer using “we” in the article. Instead, they can use the researchers.

	

	Optional/General comments

	
· The references and reference list require significant revision. There are numerous formatting inconsistencies and errors in citation details, which may affect the credibility of the article. I recommend a thorough review and correction of all references to ensure they comply with the journal’s guidelines.
· The authors should give a logical reason for why they are studying Cameron
· I did not find a convincing reason for the two surveys at different times, one in 2011 and the other between 2013 and 2016. They should added that.
· Definitions of CFAF must be added
· characteristics of the sample are related should لاe moved to the result.
· In Table IV it is writtenFffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffffff 
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with 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 details)
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