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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

The article is about the problems faced by SMEs in
Nigeria. The author(s) intended to discuss the issue of
external intervention in SMEs activities. Further, suggest
solutions to the stakeholders. It is interesting to read
about Nigerian SMEs and the state of government
interference in business activities, in particular SMEs.
However, the structure of the articles shall be improved
by referring to the policy paper format. The articles must
clearly state the objectives of the study and the problems
identified which motivate authors to conduct such study.
Before coming to suggestion, the subject under
discussion must adequately be supported by past studies
which is paramount important in the academic writing. It
is also found that the article contained no conclusion.

Important issues such as lack of collateral,
documentation (financially illiterate), awareness and
performance among SMEs not adequately discussed.

Furthermore, 1 would suggest sending the article for
proof read before submission. It would increase
reviewer/reader's understanding of the issues discussed.

Para 4 - Reading the section line by line is quite confusing
as the issue of continuity. For example, at one point, the
authors discussed about the problems faced by SMEs
and, suddenly jumped to the problems faced by the
suppliers (bank).
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Minor REVISION comments The legend in Figure 1 is confusing/wrong. Need a
thorough check.

A significant number of statements need references and
citations. Example Para 4 line 1, Para 8 line 1 ( the
sentence is also too long).

Check accordingly other statements.

Optional /General comments Some of the suggestions need further elaboration to
correspond to the issues discussed. For example,
suggestion vi, viii, and xii.
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