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	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 is interesting to write in the manuscript. The author  referring to discusses factors affecting the growth of micro, small, and medium enterprises (MSMEs) owned by women, with a focus on financial management and the application of relevant theories
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	Yes, the article's abstract is comprehensive, containing the study's objectives, methods, population, and results.
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