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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. 
 

This manuscript is crucial for the scientific community as it provides a 
comprehensive exploration of corporate failure, a subject that has widespread 
economic and social implications. By analyzing various definitions, causes, and 
consequences of corporate failure across different jurisdictions, it contributes 
valuable insights into the factors that lead to financial instability. I appreciate the 
manuscript's thoroughness in linking corporate behavior to broader economic 
outcomes, emphasizing the need for effective corporate governance and 
regulatory frameworks. Its multidisciplinary approach makes it a valuable 
resource for scholars, regulators, and practitioners alike. 

 

 

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

 

yes  

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. 

 

The abstract gives a strong summary of the article, covering key points like the 
context of business failures, the research approach, and findings. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? here are some general considerations for the subsections and structure: 
Introduction/Background  
Literature Review  
Findings and Discussion  
Practical Implications 
Recommendations 

 

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. 
 

 
This manuscript appears scientifically robust and technically sound due to its 
comprehensive approach to understanding corporate failure. However, enhanced citation 
of key studies and theoretical contributions will further reinforce the manuscript’s 
credibility and scholarly impact. 
 

 

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

Please add the below suggested studies to improve your work: 
 

 Alshdaifat, S. M., Abdul Hamid, M. A., Ab Aziz, N. H., Saidin, S. F., & Alhasnawi, 
M. Y. (2024). Corporate governance effectiveness and firm performance in global 
crisis: evidence from GCC countries. Corporate Governance: The International 
Journal of Business in Society.  

 Ab Aziz, N. H., Latiff, A. R. A., Alshdaifat, S. M., Osman, M. N. H., & Azmi, N. A. 
(2023). ESG Disclosure and Firm Performance: Evidence after the Revision of 
Malaysian Code of Corporate Governance. Int. J. Acad Res Bus Soc sci, 13, 12.  

 Noor Aldeen Kassem Al-alawnh, Muzafar Shah Habibullah, Ahmad Marei and 
Sajead Mowafaq Alshdaifat (2024). Assessing the impact of the coronavirus 
pandemic and non-pharmaceutical interventions on Bursa Malaysia KLCI Index 
using GARCH-M (1,1) models. Investment Management and Financial 
Innovations, 21(3), 222-236. doi:10.21511/imfi.21(3).2024.19 
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

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

 

 
 
Yes, the language and English quality of the article are suitable for scholarly 
communications. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
There are no additional comments beyond what has been outlined above. 
 
 

 

 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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