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Abstract

The abstract does not give a detailed summary of the major aspects of the entire paper in a prescribed sequence that
includes: 1) the overall purpose of the study and the research problem(s) you investigated; 2) the basic design of the
study; 3) major findings or trends found as a result of the study in question.Therefore while reading the abstract- one

cannot discern whether this is conceptual or empirical paper ? difficult to discern

Introduction

The introduction is Ok but there are no research questions.

Literature review

The literature review supposed to be an argument. In this article the author just presented facts about entrepreneurship.
Its just a compilation of notes- see also the subheadings “Study Concepts”. It would have been better if research

questions were set and literature searched in line with such questions to form the framework of the study.

Theoretical framework

The discussion of the theoretical framework is too general. It would have been better if one or two research questions are

selected that underpins the study. The golden threat lacks during the discussion of such theories.

Methodology

Missing.

Discussion

Points under discussion should not be titled but be separated by paragraphs.

Conclusion
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It should be brief and to the point. The limitation stated in this article is not qualified to be a limitation.
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