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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
This article is engaging and clear, and with some minor corrections, no major 
revision is needed. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
There are a lot of redundancies, missing determiners, and some grammatical errors. 
 
Using the option ‘show line numbers’ and ‘track changes’, I highlighted grammatical 
mistakes in this paper.  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
This original research article provides great insight into the predictability of potential 
bankruptcy regarding the cement industry in India, using the model of the Altman Z score. 
 
1. Scientific rigor - Paper is understandable.  All references are correct. 
2. Significance - This review article represents good research of relevant topics.  
3. Originality – This article provides in-depth information about relevant topics. 
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