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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

The article is found to be interesting for a reader, but the implication of such work is unclear, 
that how and why this work holds a need for research. 
 
 
Yes, the work of paper is well identified from the title 
 
 
Yes, but the novelty of work is missing as similar work has already been done by 
implementing same econometrics models. 
Yes, the subsections are dully highlighted 
 
As far as the research methodology is concerned it well presented especially the purpose of 
selecting ARIMA 
 
Yes the references are significant enough to support the research work  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 

Yes, the language seems to be quite ok, without using unnecessary explanation or jargons. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Check the Keywords there needs to be few more keywords that will help to search the paper and 
able to understand the paper contents. Key word: Entrepreneurship has no significant use in the 
article so such can be avoided 
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