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 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title 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) 
 

 
 
 
For the analysis developed by the author seems superficial and lacking in originality 
 
 
 
In general it is in line with the paper content  
 
 
For the major part of the paper focuses on a detailed analysis of the methodology and data 
collection tools, rather than on an analysis of the research field and work environment of the 
selected business  
 
Is it correct but is barely acceptable for beginner researchers 
 
Are acceptable  
 
The topic analysed is relevant, but the author has failed to achieve the objectives for which 
he undertook this research, because he hasn't used appropriate tools to make the analysis 
of the data more accurate and valid. For the literature review is very short; the first part 
suffers from increased repetition of ideas without going into any depth of conceptual 
analysis 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
Is correct 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It would be advisable to summarise the methodology section and give more attention to the field 
analysis section and clearly formulate the aspects generating the stress situation at company level 
as well as the nature of the economic and social impact for this company.  
It is to develop an analysis of the data collected using appropriate tools to get relevant results in 
consequence.  
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