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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.


	The manuscript represents a significant addition to the body of knowledge within the scientific community by investigating Crowdfunding as an effective entrepreneurial financing mechanism within the Ghanaian context. It elucidates critical obstacles such as insufficient awareness, social trust deficits, regulatory preparedness and infrastructural inadequacies, which are crucial for comprehending the adaptation of alternative financing models in developing economies. The research provides a well-rounded framework that brings together social, legal and tech aspects, presenting an all-encompassing viewpoint valuable for decision-makers, business founders and scholars involved in entrepreneurship and finance for development. In addition, it extends the framework of present discussions surrounding alternative funding by exposing observations from a fairly underrepresented geographical area, consequently addressing a major flaw in comparative studies.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	“Feasibility of Crowdfunding as an Alternative Entrepreneurial Financing Mechanism in Ghana: A Narrative Review.”
	

	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 is extensive and logically laid out, including the aims, experimental design, results, value and individuality.

Nevertheless, several enhancements could augment its efficacy:

1. It may be beneficial to include a brief note outlining the scope of the literature reviewed (e.g., "In total, 68 sources, comprising journal articles, reports and books, were collected").

2. The findings section might more effectively delineate the three principal barriers by presenting them in a concise enumerated format to enhance clarity.

3. Incorporating a brief commentary on the implications for forthcoming empirical investigations would enhance the equilibrium between policy suggestions and scholarly contributions.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The Manuscript is Scientifically Sound.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The References are sufficient and Covered articles from 2018 to 2022. Would’ve covered recent years articles means 2024 & 2025
	

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


	The Language and writing style are clear, professional and appropriate for scholarly communication.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The article significantly enhances the comprehension of Crowdfunding as a viable financing strategy for entrepreneurship in Ghana, pinpointing crucial challenges such as awareness, trust, infrastructure and regulatory frameworks.
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