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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This work is significant to the scholarly community because it clarifies the operational dynamics and challenges Ghanaian SMEs face in global marketplaces, a topic that has received little attention in the context of poor countries like Africa. The study contributes to the greater discussion about SME development and global competitiveness, including as budgetary constraints, regulatory barriers, and insufficient infrastructure. The findings also highlight the need of targeted interventions in assisting SMEs to overcome these drawbacks, offering valuable information for practitioners and policymakers. 
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The article's title, "The operations and challenges of Ghanaian SMEs in the international market," is generally appropriate because it accurately describes the research's emphasis.


	

	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 history, methodology, results, and conclusions of the study are succinctly summarized in the abstract of the publication. However, it could be more comprehensive by adding more details that would aid readers in understanding the primary findings, implications, and scope of the study. Here are a few suggestions for improvements:

1. The abstract should include a succinct overview of the study's context within the broader framework of SME internationalization in emerging economies. This could help readers understand how the findings can be applied to similar circumstances outside of Ghana.

2. Despite the abstract's reference to a case study and descriptive approach, more details about the sample size, data collection methods (such as questionnaires and interviews), and the specific population being studied (such as the Ghana Vegetable Export Association) may be included. This would facilitate readers' comprehension of the methodology's robustness.


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The work's structure, methodology, and presentation of the results appear to adhere to good scientific practices. However, there are a few areas where it may be strengthened in terms of scientific clarity and rigor. Below is a review of the manuscript's scientific accuracy along with suggestions for improvement:

1. The results' generalizability would be limited because only 50 of the 200 sample participants were from the Ghana Vegetable Export Association. With SMEs from different industries included in a larger and more diverse sample, the study's representativeness would be enhanced.

2. The study does not employ inferential statistical techniques to test hypotheses or identify correlations between variables, instead relying heavily on descriptive statistics. For example, regression or correlation analysis can be used to explore the relationship between overseas experience and SME performance.

3. While the preceding analysis is often brief, the findings section presents data in tables. For instance, Table 1 shows the percentage of exports, but the implications of this information are not explained. Similarly, Table 4 on export limitations is insufficient because the frequency and percentage columns are blank. The study is severely compromised by this missing data.

4. The conclusions drawn are not always well supported by the data that is provided. It seems that some conclusions that for instance, has nothing to do with the specific facts that are reported in the findings section.

5. The tables lack clear labels and names, and they are not formatted consistently. 

6. The references are formatted inconsistently and include errors. It appears that many of the references have nothing to do with the topic of the article. 
7. Verify that the data and analysis back up the conclusions.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the given article are one of its main problems. They are insufficient, and their overall selection and relevancy are questionable, despite the fact that some of them are more recent.
	

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


	The article's current language and English quality render it unfit for scholarly communication. Grammar problems, a lack of clarity and precision, an inconsistent tone, and poor wording are just a few of the flaws that detract from professionalism. 
	

	Optional/General comments


	The current edition contains various methodological, analytical, and presentational faults that severely limit its contribution to the field, such as methodological issues, inappropriate and incomplete analysis, an insufficient reference list, linguistic errors, and many others. So, to improve, the author(s) should use: 
1. Review the research design. 2. Improve technique. 3. Improve the data analysis. 4. Broaden and refocus the literature review.  5. Grammar check.  6. Revise the conclusion 
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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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