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	This paper addresses an important financial institution problem by using survival analysis to determine the borrower characteristics that influence the risk of loan default, particularly in rural and small‑scale lending scenarios. Attention to occupation, sex, number of dependents/age, and marital status could provide practical assistance to banks and micro‑finance institutions in optimizing their credit risk models and developing more specific loan policies. Using carefully designed statistical techniques on actual loan repayment data, the study contributes to a field in which little practical work has been done, primarily in Ghanaian and other developing-country settings. These results can inform both researchers and practitioners on how to lower default rates while increasing access to credit for at-risk populations.
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	The abstract is typically straightforward and informative, but may be more reader-friendly. I recommend streamlining some long sentences and cutting some repetition, as loan default is a significant challenge everywhere and somewhat overshadows its most important contribution. It might also be helpful to briefly contextualise the study at the beginning of the abstract (for example, country/region and type of institutions involved) and to outline more explicitly the implications for banks, policy makers, or risk managers. You could also remove the detailed p‑values from the abstract, concentrate on the direction and relative importance of your main predictors, which would improve readability to a more general audience.
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