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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 
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The topic of the research is practical and contemporary 
 
The abstract is fair and does not represent the paper as a whole. This abstract is missing the 
methodology used, sources of data, analysis scheme, and conclusions [see suggestions in 
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The keywords are adequate 
 
The introduction and background are brief but clear. To end the Introduction, mention the 
objectives and then how is this paper divided!! 
 
The methodology is not addressed. Must be added. 

             How were the literature review articles chosen??? 
 
The Review of Literature 
Your review should have been divided in such a way to address each of your promised 
dimensions in this research: legal protection and regulations to protect financial markets from 
fraudulent activities, market manipulation, insider trading, financial market crimes, and other 
forms of misconduct.!!! Using subtitles…. 
 
You need to add many citations to the list of references to avoid Unethical use of Inflation of 
Citations… Almost all references in the list are extra and not used in the text leading to unethical 
inflation of use of references… Must be removed or added where applicable????? 
 
Classify the content of  Table 1 as per the objective’s elements!!! 
 
The discussion needs restructuring and reorganization to become clearer and streamlined. Work 
out the conceptual problems marked in the Manuscript!!! See suggestions [see details in 
corrected manuscript] 
 
Nevertheless, you did not discuss the best practices implemented around the world??? How to 
validate the works reviewed??? 

 
The conclusion and recommendations are about adequate 
Recommendations must be elaborated further 
Any limitations???? 
 

Review carefully the references’ write-up for consistency, completeness, and to match the 
Journal requirements… Add all the missing citations to the list to avoid the unethical use 
of Inflation of Citations!! 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for 
scholarly communications? 
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