
	Journal Name:
	Journal of Global Economics, Management and Business Research

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JGEMBR_14005

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	Venture Creation and Startup Development: A comparative Analysis of Nigeria and India

	Type of the Article
	


	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.


	The timely and comparative contribution of this manuscript is that it examines the area of venture creation and startup ecosystem in two different but emerging economies, such as Nigeria and India. Since there is an increasing global concern in entrepreneurship, South-South comparative studies are limited but becoming so significant. This paper offers practical recommendations to scholars, policymakers, and startup enablers to support the role of innovation in promoting development by placing the analysis in the overall policy and structural context of the two countries. Its results can be used to facilitate cross-country learning, entrepreneurship education, and facilitation in the Global South.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title is good, and it gives a true picture of the comparative focus of the paper. Nevertheless, in case additional specification is necessary, one of the possible changes may be: Venture Creation and Startup Ecosystems in the Global South: A Cross-country Compared Study of Nigeria and India. This is the same intent but there is a shift in focus on the global applicability of the analysis.
	

	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 should be better stated in terms of the methodology (i.e., secondary comparative analysis) and implications. More concrete comparison between India and Nigeria, as well as the relevance of the policy, would enhance clarity and consistency with the goals of the paper.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The paper is scientifically valid and has a systematic comparative design. It uses both national startup missions and ecosystem reports, along with policy documents, of both nations. The theoretical frame focus is also obvious, and analysis is consistent with the research goals. Nevertheless, the research might use a greater amount of quantitative data (e.g., the number of startups funded, the increase in the number of incubation centers, the success rates, etc.) to supplement the qualitative policy comparison.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The sources are largely sufficient and pertinent. Nevertheless, some suggestions are provided: Add to the reference list recent reports (after 2022) including: GSER 2023 Global Startup Ecosystem Report. Startup India Annual Reports (2015 ed.). The NESG or NITDA of Nigeria reports about the implementation of the startup bill. It is possible to include theoretical sources on entrepreneurship in the Global South: Naudé, W. (2010). Entrepreneurship, third world and development economics: new directions and knowledge. Small Business Economics. OECD (2021). Policies of the Future of Entrepreneurship.
	

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


	The language is usually readable but it would be better to have few grammatical corrections and better academic tone. Professional copy-editing is recommended to improve the clarity and the flow. Eschew colloquialisms and better the transitions between paragraphs, particularly at the beginning and the end.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Included in the paper could be a short explanation of obstacles to women entrepreneurs in each of the two situations since gender inclusion forms a significant article of a startup policies worldwide.
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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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