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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 
 

 Review article can focus more on the business aspects and practical examples to cite the relevance 
of risk management in Software projects 

 Literature Survey is not elaborated 
 Paper should contain more comparative study on the agile aspects (highlighting scrum, Kanban, 

etc.) 
 A case study for a real risk in software development organization could have been used as a detailed 

reference of the problem at hand 
 Paper should also contain author’s suggestions on improvement and limitations and make 

inferences from the texts that have been referred in Literature Survey 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 Visuals can be used to depict various phases/events of Agile Methodology 
 Tabular data for comparing risk management can be explored 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 This paper covers concepts but fails to bring in the research mindset for an agile practitioner  
 The paper is at the level of “Ri” whereas it should have been atleast “Ha” if not for “Shu” considering it’s a 

research paper 
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