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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. The manuscript deals with an important and current issue and it is important for the 
scientific community. 
 
2. The title of the article is not suitable. The words “before pandemic” do not appear in the 
text. At the date of the research 31st March 2018 there is no pandemic.  So we recommend 
the new title " CAPITAL STRUCTURE DECISIONS OF LISTED FIRMS IN TRANSPORT 
EQUIPMENT INDUSTRY IN INDIA ". 
 
3. The abstract of the article is suitable and well structured. I have no other title suggestions 
to make. 
 
4. I consider subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate. 
 
5. The manuscript is scientifically correct. 
 
6.1. The references are not written correctly, for example the reference “Gujarati, D. N. 
(2009). Basic econometrics. Tata McGraw-Hill Education” is incorrect. The correct reference 
is  “Gujarati, D. N., Porter D.C. (2009), Basic econometrics. McGraw-Hill Education”. All the 
bibliography must be rewritten correctly. 
6.2. The references contain only 1 bibliographic source from 2020-2022 years. That's all that 
was written on the subject in this period of time??! We recommend rewriting the literature 
chapter with more new bibliographical sources. 
It is not specified how the sample was selected (pages 5). Why were 83 companies chosen? 
Why not 82 or 81? Why did the selection process end on 31st March 2018? Why not on 29th 
March 2018 or 21st March 2018? Why was selected the period 2008-2018?! If is about 
pandemic why not (2010-2020) period?  
The statistical rigor is lacking in the sampling part. These aspects must be explained in 
detail. 

 

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

communications? 

 
1. English language is adequate. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

All in all, it is an interesting work, which has potential but still needs a lot of work to fulfil 
scientific rigor. 
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