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- Some spelling mistakes must be corrected 
- It is not necessary to mention the control variables 
- The components of Figure 1 should be grouped so that they are not separated 
- Term “Conclusion” should be omitted in  
- The maximum amount of liquidity in Table 3 is suspicious and needs to be checked 
- Unfortunately, no contribution has been made to help the existing literature. 
- Unfortunately, no interpretation has been made in the conclusion section and no 

comparison has been made with previous researches 

 

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

communications? 

To some extent 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 

 
 
 

 
Reviewer Details: 
 
Name: Mahdi Filsaraei 
Department, University & Country Hakim Toos Higher Education institute, Iran 
 


