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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. 
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1.Yes, it is important for the application of a theoretical subject. 
2.Yes, the title of the article is appropriate. 
3.Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive enough. 
4.I believe that the subsections and structure of the article are appropriate. 
 5. I think the article is scientifically correct. 
6.The references in the article are sufficient. 
 
 

In the study, instead of the first plural subject, the passive structure can be preferred. 
When there are more than two authors in the references, the use of "et al" should be 
preferred. 
2.21.1. When commenting in the Current Ratio section, it should be commented as current 
assets are 2.99 times short-term liabilities, not "Liquidity Ratio of 2.99 Indicates that assets 
are 2.99% more than liabilities to meet immediate Financial Obligations". 
In addition, liquidity ratios should be enriched with comments when analyzing them. For 
example; 

For the current ratio: It can be said that 2.99 is above the standard value of 2 and the company's 
debt payment ability is sufficient. 
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