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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. lIs thettitle 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. Yes. The findings of the study have practical relevance in the corporate world. The results
document different violations and non-compliance with legislation. It also brings out the
discrepancy between SAP, System Internal Control (SPI) ineffectiveness, and non-compliance to
applicable laws.

2. Yes, it is suitable for the study conducted.

3. Abstract is well drafted in different segments and covers all essential things comprehensively.

4. Yes. It has five major sections. However, there is a numbering error in subsection 4. With
corrections, it has 6 sections.

5. The manuscript claims it is an analytical study. However, the rigor of the statistical tools used is
weak. It fails to use variables explicitly for statistical analysis.

6. Lacks specific review of the literature and gap analysis. Need to include a more specific review of
literature pertaining to the topic.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

The manuscript needs a grammar and spelling check. Sentence formation has to be checked
thoroughly across the document.

Optional/General comments

The manuscript shall include the research gap and motivation for the study. Also, study implications
and scope for further research shall be presented in a separate section. Checking for grammar and
similarity is a must.
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