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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.

	This Topic has its own relevance in the present day context where Financing proposition has been seen as a daunting challenge for business firms especially for SMEs. I found this manuscript very nice and well deserved to be published further as a Book Chapter. The reason for my suggestion is the well-structured research work done by the Author/s. There are several sections starting from Literature Review to Data Analysis and the final conclusions drawn are in a systematic manner. It is a very good Research Work in this segment and recommended for publication. 
	

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

	Yes, The Title is good. No changes suggested. It provides a clear picture about the research objectives and possible outcomes. 
	

	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.

	Indeed, a wonderful attempt has made by the Author in preparing the Abstract. It is comprehensive and provides a conclusive idea of the entire research work within. 
	

	Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
	Yes, It’s Very Good 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.
	Research Design, Sample Size, Data Collection and Analysis were made scientifically as per the requirements and ticked at major yardsticks followed in the field of research. This manuscript aims at highlighting financing aspects of SMEs best suited the medium and long term needs. The following points are sufficient to prove that this manuscript is robust and technically sound. 
1. Intensive Literature Review
2. Simple Random Sampling Used
3. Adequate Sample Size 
4. Effective Data Collection Techniques and Analysis 
5. Use of Chi-Square Test, LOGIT Model and other Analytical techniques etc……..
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	Yes, But this could have been more with a greater number of research from the recent time and related areas.  
	

	Minor REVISION comments

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

	


Language is Very Nice. It is suitable for scholarly communication undoubtedly. 

	

	Optional/General comments

	
Recommended for an early Approval. 
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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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