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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Abstract: extending with some additional information’s. What is the originality of this research?  Paper research gap 
and originality should be better presented. 
I recommend adding some new research in the field.  
Connecting the result to the existing literature.  
Please consider this structure for manuscript final part. 
-Discussion 
-Conclusion 
-Managerial Implication 
-Practical/Social Implications 
Questions to be answered: What practical/professional and academic consequences will this study have for the future 
of scientific literature (theoretical contributions)? 
Why is this study necessary? should make clear arguments to explain what the originality and value of the proposed 
model is. This should be stated in the final paragraphs of introduction and conclusion sections. 
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