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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

-Please rewrite abstract to length limit 200 words.  

-Suggest cut Line 31-32. 

-Suggest review the main body from 2. Brief 

description of SMEs to Line 388 7.Challenges facing 

SMEs. Is each part (2.-7.) independent? Otherwise, 

suggest restructure these part to tight relationship. 

 

-The abstract has been reviewed up to 198 

words 
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From brief description of SMEs to 
challenges facing SMEs restructuration has 
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-Line 234-240. The figure name is too long. Suggest 

change to a short name. 

-Line 536: References needn’t number. Suggest 9. 

References change to References directly. 

-Suggest give references relevant number and mark them 

with same number in the manuscript so as to let readers 

check and read easily 

-What does mean from Line 672 to Line 691? Please have 

a look and modify as other references. 
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