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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. 
 

It is good that your have taken this area for research. However, you need to provide a 
situational analysis somewhere in the introduction to put emphasis on the importance of the 
study and the need to research it. Though you have mentioned the vulnerabilities of SMEs in 
the business sector, the readers need to understand what is the situation of SMEs in Nigeria in 
some specific region, where you habe conducted your study and might as well connect this to 
other SMEs in other parts of the world according to the available literature.  

 

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

 

The title is somehow vague. It does not really capture what the study is all about.   

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 only mentioned Nigeria whithout specifically identifying the region. Hence, it’s not 
clear where the study was conducted. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

The parts of the manuscript are structured and appropriate.  

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. 

In the methodology section, discuss clearly how you have selected your participants. What are 
your inclusion and exclusion criteria. Also, identify which region in Nigeria where you have 
conducted your study. This is not clear. What are the tools you used in your study? Since you 
mentioned  questionnaire, was this adapted/adopted? Or Was it researcher-made questionnaire. 
What validation did you use to validate your questionnaire?Who validated it? Also, check the 
tense you used in the methodology section. 
 
Have in-depth discussion of your findings 

 

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

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

This is a completed study, however, in the methodology section, the researcher did not edit the tense 
to past tense. Still made use of the future tense. This is not a proposal, right?  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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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