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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the 5
article.
The title is clear and corresponds to the body of the paper.
2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 5
results.




The abstract is concise and clearly presents objects and methods.

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 5
mistakes in this article.

(Please insert your comments)

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 5

The study methods are explained clearly in chapter about research methodology.
5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain 5
errors.

The body of the paper clearly shows impact of micro-finance on market women in
certain municipality in Ghana.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and 5
supported by the content.

The conclusion of the paper summarizes the results obtained from the research and
corresponds to the body of the paper. In the conclusion, based on the findings of the
study, the researcher gives recommendations which is meritorious. Also there are
issues that will be the aim of another research that the author plans to conduct in
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The paper is methodologically correct, it analyzes in detail the current topic. It raises
open questions, problems, shortcomings and gaps. The topic is very interesting and
very current in this day of age. Also it would be very interesting to see the overview
in other municipalities. In the conclusion, based on the findings of the study, the
researcher gives recommendations which is meritorious. Also there are issues that
will be the aim of another research that the author plans to conduct in the future.
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