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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. 
It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 

  

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

The title is wrong and needs to be modified. 
 

The impact of the internal control system on asset protection and its 
reflection on improving the accuracy of financial reports in SMEs 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract does not contain the purpose of conducting the research 
 

As the researcher writes, the research aims to build a strong internal 
control system for small and medium-sized companies, the goal of which 
is to protect assets and enhance the accuracy of financial reports. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

opportunity   

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

The researcher followed the scientific method in writing the research in 
terms of the introduction. He then talked about the research variables 
theoretically in a sound scientific manner, then moved on to formulating 
the research hypotheses and conducted a field study to test those 
hypotheses, from which he came out with a set of results. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

the references are  sufficient and recent  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

Good search language 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The research needs to clarify the nature of the problem it addresses (which is 
the role of internal control in protecting assets within small and medium-sized 
companies and increasing the accuracy of their financial reports). The research 
needs to clarify the importance of the study conducted by the researcher. With 
clarification of the type of companies (industrial or commercial) within the 
survey study and the type of respondents (male or female) and their 
qualifications. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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