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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 
 
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) 
 

 
1. YES. Its contribution to literature makes it quite ok 

 
2. Yes, the Title befits the content. 

 
3. Yes, the abstract captures the salient issues. 

 
4. Yes, except that the paper does not have a standing theory to support the issues 

surrounding liquidity and credit risks.  
 

5. It is ok since it is not a physical science. 
 

6. DOI/Url of referenced articles should be included where available. 
The article needs to be reduced to an average of 18-20pages. The background is too 
extensive, and without identifying any theory that liquidity and or credit risks are linked to. 
There should be a sub-topic on theoretical framework and how an identified theory plays 
roles in bank resource management crisis. The methods and the results/discussion aspects 
are well laid out.  

 

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

communications? 

The need be to do few grammar checks.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The conclusion appears too much. A page or less is ok. 
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