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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. authors must write his/her feedback
here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for the scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is thetitle 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. Arethe 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 manuscript appears to be important for the scientific communities as it contributes
valuable insights in terms of the complex interplay between Islam and economic growth.
With this, it provides recommendations to foster sustained economic growth.

2. The title of the research seems okay.

3. Reuvisit the Abstract as you are selling all that you have found at the beginning, keep some
curiosity.

4. The subsection of the manuscript is not well managed. The literature review section
contains short paragraphs that must contain headings and subheadings to properly discuss
the comparison between Muslim and non-Muslim countries. With this research, the
methodology does not contain any criteria that have been set to take the data of the
countries as well as the keywords based on which the data have been collected.

5. The manuscript based scientifically is not properly managed as the researcher has not
divided it into headings and subheadings. With this, it does not discuss any criteria set for
the data collection and the specific countries' data.

6. Reuvisit the references and include all references in the list that have been used in the
research that are very old. Replace the references of the study with the recent articles.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Language needs improvement. There are lots of language issues in your paper.

Optional/General comments

This is the fake reference highlighted.
Al-Maraj. 2014. Speech at the IMF Middle East and Central Asia Department Governors’

Discussion on Islamic Finance, IMF/World Bank Annual Meetings, October 9, 2014.

This is the list of the old references that have been used in the paper. Kindly use updated
references to support your research arguments.
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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)
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