
 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

 

Journal Name: South Asian Journal of Social Studies and Economics  

Manuscript Number: Ms_SAJSSE_109963 

Title of the Manuscript:  
The Moderating Role of Checks and Balances and Monitoring Mechanisms in the Degree of Strategic Aggressiveness: A Case Study of China's Listed Software and 
IT Services Industry 

Type of the Article Original Research Article 

 
 

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. This research is important for scientific community, because impact factor from finding 
research can implementation for other company 
 
2. The title of research is suitable 
 
3. The abstract of this research poor comprehensive, because not shown 
purpose,metdhology,number of sample, tools for data analysis, novelty, implemantation 
practice  
 
4.structure manuscript not yet appropriate 
 
5.Yes I do 
 
6. You must get reference recent like formulation business strategy theory from 
Govindarajan 
    The literature review must  use  grand theory in your research 
 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
The English language quality ia enough 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The phenomenon or current issues is not clear 
The hypothesis is not show correlation with the variable and not completed result show previous 
research with contraditionary. 
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