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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for 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. 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)

The paper is important to scientific community. Instead of employing broad and diverse research
typologies to introduce relevant analysis, he/she could pick 1-2 frameworks and provide in-depth
details with examples.

The title needs to be more specific — in the second section, after the introduction, the author took
water resources as an example to explain the research areas used to explain the performance
management of natural resources.

Yes, the author employed recent references and remains sufficient.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Looking into the criticality of the subject matter, the author does not use a simple language to help
the readers to increase knowledge and further depth into the subject matter.
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