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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of

the article. 4




The word SMEs should be added in the title (i.e. between financing and green) or
before the word East Africa since the context of the study is on these SME
enterprises.

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and

results. 5

Include the word ‘financing” as a key word as this is really what the study is
primarily about

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling

mistakes in this article. S

Proof read to correct the few that were noted e.g reference to the correct figure(s)
when presenting results.

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

It would be desirable to reword the main (overall) objective in a manner that
encompasses the specific objectives. As currently worded, it just restates one of the
specific objectives

5. The resultsare clear and do not contain errors. 4

Including the response rate (a breakdown of the number of firms/enterprises from
each country that were considered /participated in the survey)would add value for
purposes of confirming that the survey indeed covered the countries stated in the
study.

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
5
supported by the content.
(Please insert your comments)
7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 3

Most sources referred to in the document are not included in the references. An
attempt to include them is recommended, especially for the studies being reviewed
that cover the same concepts.
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It is desirable if reference to self by authors (such as we, ouretc)is avoided but instead
attribute the narration and findings to the study.
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