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Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

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. This manuscript is important for the scientific community if the research sample is
expanded beyond just the Bombay Stock Exchange. Since | did not find an
explanation of the reasons for conducting observations on the Bombay Stock
Exchange, this should be explained in detail in the background section, but | did not
find it.

2. Thettitle of this manuscript is "Empirical evidence of the validity of the CAPM
Conditional Higher Moment on the Bombay Stock Exchange.”" However, the abstract
explains that the conditional high moment CAPM cannot be validated in the Indian
context, resulting in a lack of synchronization between the title and the findings. If it
cannot be validated in India then why do research in India?

3. The abstract is explained quite comprehensively, including the sample, observation
period, methods used, and findings.

4. The subsections and structure of the manuscript are quite appropriate.

5. The manuscript is scientifically correct.

6. The references sufficient and recent.

Minor REVISION comments

1.

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

1. The quality of articles in language/English is suitable for scientific communication

Optional/General comments

The idea in this research is interesting, but the explanation in the manuscript as a whole needs to
be explained more comprehensively, such as in the background it would be better to add an
explanation of the reasons for observing in India.
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