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Compulsory REVISION comments
1. Yes manuscript is important for scientific community as it has added to the
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? knowledge of academia, management and Tax payers.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 2. The article is suitable for intended purpose.
3. Yes, the abstract is comprehensive enough.
2. lIs thetitle of the article suitable? 4. Yes, subsections and structure of the manuscript are appropriate.
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 5. Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct.
6. The references are not sufficient and about 29% of the references are older than five
3. lIs the abstract of the article comprehensive? years which may make the ideas in them obsolete as new events would have been
discovered.
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 SUGGESTION
additional references, please mention in the review form. 1. Author only cited one authority in the body of the work and did not cited the
source of many definitions and ideas which increase the level of plagiarism in
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide the work.
additional suggestions/comments) 2. Furthermore, author is expected to cite examples in the report of the hypothesis
most especially towards the last paragraph of Hypothesis 3.
3. Thereferencing style used is not known but definitely author do not use ‘APA 7’
style.
Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications? Yes, the English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.
Optional/General comments
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