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Compulsory REVISION comments This paper presents a comprehensive study on data archival methodology specifically tailored for
Oracle ERP and PeopleSoft applications. The methodology encompasses a systematic approach to

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? identify, categorize, and archive data based on its relevance, usage, and regulatory requirements. It
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) focuses on achieving optimal data retention and retrieval while minimizing the impact on system

performance and storage requirements. The proposed methodology covers various aspects of data
archival, including data identification and classification, archival policies and rules, archival

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable? strategies, and post-archival data management. It explores techniques for selecting and extracting
(If not please suggest an alternative title) data from the ERP applications, transforming it into a suitable archival format, and securely storing
it in archival repositories or storage systems. The paper also discusses considerations for indexing,
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? searching, and retrieving archived data efficiently.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? Yes. It is Suitable.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? Yes.

6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of Yes it is correct.
additional references, please mention in the review form.

Yes
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments) OK
Minor REVISION comments
OK
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments Good
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