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Review Form 1.7

PART 1: Review Comments

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. lIs 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. It has shown alot of scientific techniques and methods but needs to improve the
technicalities and principles in research.

2. Not suitable. May be

3. Somehow, the variables must be clearly identified and defined clearly. Morality as in
what? Causal or predictive variable? Check the abstract, no phrases but one or two
words is ok.

4. Yes and somehow.

5. Somehow because misapplication of methodology to collect data. No total
population, hence no sample size.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, but the person format is in Indonesian English

Optional/General comments

What is accounting moral to that of morality, which on is your study about?

Development of hypothesis must be under the literature review and not as heading in line
with the literature review.

Almost all the citation is at the end of the sentence, why not also at the beginning?
Where is your research objectives and research questions?

Must make sure that the variables are in the conceptual framework, such as morality,
environmental pressure, quality of decision making, and business sustainability. Your
indication variables must also be indicated in the conceptual framework. By the way, do you
have theoretical or conceptual model?

How did you get your 150 respondents since you don’t have total population and no formula
is used to get the sample size under quantitative method means your results and discussion
are questionable? Cannot be right because of wrong data collection.

Where is your arithmetic and bootstrapping diagrams to show the significance of your work
especially, the data results presented??

Did you delete any component or factors of the variables?
Show you path models clearly.

Show all the reliabilities results in the diagram such as the Cronbach alpha, rho-A,
composite, etc.
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No factor loadings tables??

those in red can be deleted or rephrased.

Follow comments in your manuscript as well. Hence, rework your conclusion.

Check in the text of the manuscript. Those in blue colour has grammar problem and then

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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