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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 (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 rare sub-county-level evidence from rural Kenya showing that non-financial microfinance services (especially advisory and consultancy) outperform credit alone in driving women’s financial empowerment. In a literature still dominated by credit-only or urban studies, this contextualized, multi-component analysis adds valuable nuance and challenges the “just give them loans” narrative. The strong effect of advisory services is a practical insight with immediate policy relevance for MFIs and governments across East Africa.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, it is clear and descriptive. Minor suggestion (optional): “The Role of Microfinance Interventions (Credit, Savings, Training, and Advisory Services) in the Financial Empowerment of Women Entrepreneurs in Eldama Ravine Sub-County, Kenya” Reasoning: Makes the four components explicit from the start.
	

	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.


	Mostly yes, but it’s a bit cramped. I recommend:

· Explicitly listing the four interventions in the first sentence (microcredit, microsavings, BDS, advisory/consultancy) so the reader instantly knows the scope.

· Add the sample size (n=144) and response rate (100%), these are unusually strong and worth bragging about in the abstract.

· The last sentence is a bit long; split it.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, Design, sampling (stratified + Slovin), diagnostics, regression model, and ethical procedures are all sound and transparently reported.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, Sufficient in quantity and mostly recent.


	

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


	Yes, generally clear and professional. Requires only light copy-editing.


	

	Optional/General comments


	Strong, policy-relevant paper with clean data and honest limitations (only 51.8% explained variance, persistent gender barriers, etc.). The finding that advisory services dominate is genuinely useful and under-studied. With minor polishing this is ready for publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (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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