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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. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 

1. The manuscript is important for scientific community. Triangulation (ERM, ISO 27001 
and MF) methods provides more dependable results. 

 
 

2. The title is suitable but i suggest that the ‘CyberFusion Protocols’ in the title is not 
necessary and may be removed; since cyberfusion refers to next-generation or 
advanced approach to cybersecurity solutions which the title and the whole article 
already captured. 

  
3. The abstract is comprehensive enough. 

 
4. Yes 

 
5. Yes 

 
6. Yes 

 
 

a. Each of the objectives should be smart to avoid compound objective. Recast each 
objective to at least single line sentence (much of ‘and’ should be avoided). 
 

b. The authors should provide justification for their choice of PLS-SEM instead of CB-
SEM since both methods can be deployed to address the research objectives. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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