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PART  1: Review Comments 
 
 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

1. The author is interrogating the implications of emotional intelligence on 
entrepreneurial performance among which group of people and where? This 
should be included in the title. Remove the last part in the title i.e “A 
DISCUSS” 

2. The Research Design section needs to be strengthened. The author needs to 
give more details on the type of literature used (for example, how many 
journal articles, books, articles in press, conference papers were reviewed?) 
which fields of study (Economics, Sociology etc?),  from which continent(s) 
and countries, what was the subject matter?, from which period- is it from 
1900 to date? Also, how did the author analysed the qualitative data and 
using which software/ package? 

3. Empirical review is weak. The author summarised other researchers’ work on 
the subject matter in question. (S)he must critically review and discuss the 
findings. For example, a compare and contrast of results and trends of 
results as well as of methodologies (research designs) used- primary and 
second data used, sample size used, etc 

4. In my view, a review on entrepreneurship literature is incomplete without 
mentioning Schumpeter’s seminal work on the subject matter. I recommend 
that the author reads a journal article entitled “Theories of Smallholder 
Agribusiness Entrepreneurship in the African Context: A critical review” by 
Benjamin Mudiwa 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Proof read of work. I recommend the author to proof his/her work to clean up 
errors especially on grammar and inconsistencies (and or & ?) 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
After incorporating the aforementioned comments, the manuscript will be strong and will 
make a good reading.  
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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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