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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 
 

 
 The topic of the research is interesting. However, the author does not support the research with 

enough previous work or literature. The author should start by explaining briefly and justifying it 
with the state of scientific knowledge, using appropriate references, and what is already known 
about this subject. 

 The Altman-Z Score Model has been extensively used in research in this area. But the author 
only uses a few papers as references. Also, some works of literature are outdated. The author 
should use more updated references. 

 The variable is not clearly defined and explained. The author should clearly justify the variables 
using the literature. 

 The criteria for sample selection are not clear. The author should briefly explain why convenience 
sampling techniques are used. On what basis did the author select these 10 cement factories out 
of 50? 

 The author sometimes uses unnecessary abbreviations (for example, "FY"). 
 Professional language proofreading and formatting corrections are also recommended. 
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