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	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (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 manuscript addresses a critical and under-researched issue, the impact of economic fluctuations on the performance of small and medium enterprises (SMEs) in a fragile and unrecognized state, Somaliland. Given the central role of SMEs in economic development, especially in low-income and unstable economies, the insights from this study offer valuable contributions to the literature on SME resilience, economic policy, and localized business strategies in high-risk environments. The use of qualitative data adds a rich contextual understanding that can inform not only local policy but also comparative studies in similar economies. This study helps fill a gap in research where empirical data is scarce, making it relevant to both academics and practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Partially. The current title, “Assessing The Influence of Economic Fluctuations on Performance of Small and Medium Enterprises in Hargeisa Somaliland”, is generally clear and descriptive. However, it could be improved for readability and precision.

Suggested Alternative Title:
“The Impact of Economic Fluctuations on SME Performance: Evidence from Hargeisa, Somaliland”
This version is more concise and emphasizes the empirical nature of the work.


	

	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 abstract provides a good overview of the study’s purpose, methodology, and findings. However, it could be strengthened by:

· Explicitly stating that six in-depth interviews were conducted and analyzed thematically.

· Including a sentence that summarizes the key practical implications or recommendations.

· Correcting the phrase “exchanging rate volatility” to “exchange rate volatility.”
Suggested edit (partial):
“…The research employs a qualitative methodology, drawing insights from in-depth interviews with six SME managers across different sectors in Hargeisa. The findings indicate that inflation, exchange rate volatility, and reduced consumer demand significantly undermine SME profitability and stability…”


	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Partially. The manuscript presents relevant qualitative data, appropriately uses thematic analysis, and discusses the findings clearly. However:

· The methodology section lacks detail on participant selection and data analysis procedures.

· Some claims in the literature review are generalized without sufficient critical discussion.

· The discussion could better link the findings to existing literature.

Strengthening methodological transparency and tightening the argumentation in the discussion would improve the scientific rigor of the study.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The reference list is moderately sufficient but includes several older sources (e.g., from 2003, 2004, and 2011). While historical context is useful, more recent studies (post-2020) on SME resilience, post-COVID economic effects, and regional business environments would enhance the relevance.

Suggested additional references:

· OECD (2021). “The Impact of the COVID-19 Crisis on SMEs.”
· World Bank (2023). “SMEs and Economic Recovery in Fragile States.”
· UNDP Africa (2022). Reports on SME development in post-crisis economies.


	

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


	Needs improvement. The manuscript is understandable but contains several grammatical issues, awkward phrasing, and repetitive structures that detract from its scholarly tone. For example, terms like “like any living thing” in the introduction should be revised for formality. A professional language edit is recommended to ensure clarity, fluency, and academic appropriateness.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The abstract captures the general intent and findings of the study well, but it can be strengthened by stating the methodology more clearly (e.g., “qualitative in-depth interviews with six SME managers” is fine, but adding sectors/industry types would help contextualize results). The abstract would also benefit from a clear final sentence summarizing the major conclusion or practical implications.
The introduction provides a relevant background, but it's overly descriptive and lacks a strong research gap. Phrases like “both national and international economies grow and shrink like any living thing” are informal and imprecise. Consider tightening the paragraph to focus on what is not known or understood about SMEs in Hargeisa and how this study addresses it.

The literature review includes relevant studies but lacks a critical synthesis. There's limited comparison between findings or identification of research gaps. For instance, studies from different geographies (Nairobi, global, South Korea) are cited without discussion of contextual differences from Somaliland. Strengthen this section by explicitly stating how previous findings align or contrast with your setting.

Please delete the “objective of the study” because too short.

Overall Evaluation

Strengths:

· Important topic with local relevance.

· Good use of participant voices and direct quotes.

· Practical insights with real-world application potential.

Areas for Improvement:

· Strengthen structure and flow (e.g., clearer thematic organization, better transitions).

· Deepen critical analysis in literature review and discussion.

· Improve methodological transparency and academic tone.

· Add a proper conclusion and edit for grammar and clarity throughout.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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