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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

I like this manuscript. This paper addresses the important issues related with sustainability in 
finance. Moreover, it discusses the relevant sub themes of sustainable finance too. Some of the 
themes are discussed with few papers. Author can consider for elaborating the discussion on 
these sub-themes, with limited discussions, if word limits permit. 

 

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

 

Yes. The title is suitable for this review. No need of changing title  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is loosely written, need to be comprehensive. It should mention the data source for the 
review, data range time periods, tool used if any for preparing this review, especially for 
reviewing the literature and limitations of the study. Additionally, authors can also consider to 
mention some findings too. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Numbering of sections is incorrect, need to change after revision. Appropriate. I suggest to 
develop a diagram for thematic visualisation of the themes discussed by author 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

Review methodology is missing. Review methodology section is compulsory, that is how you 
designed review. Author should give details about which sources are used, its relevance, how 
papers are selected. Additionally, no latest document publications are reviewed in this paper, 
especially publications of 2023 and 2024. Research gaps should be indicated separately and 
also discuss the recommendations 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
- 

Additional references from 2023 and 2024 can be considered. Four references are 
recommended for including research methodology section, restructuring abstract and for better 
presentation of this paper 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Yes, acceptable 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Can be considered for publication after the above major revisions 
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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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