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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) 
 

 
 

1. It is very important because with this research investors in Bombay can find out the 
relationship between return rate and beta 

 
2. Suitable 

 
3. Excellent 

 
4. Is Compliant 

 
5. We recommend that in the background of the problem the researcher / author first 

provide the problems that occur in the Indian capital market related to the knowledge 
and interest of Indian investors related to the rate of return and risk of the capital 
market 
 

6. References should be made in the last 10 years, especially previous researchers as a 
basis for reference for researchers/authors.  
 

7. preferably for the researcher/author bibliography using Mendeley 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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