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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

I am pleased to have the opportunity to review this research paper. Although the topic of this research study is 
interesting and fits within the journal scope, I think authors should apply the comments indicated below to 
increase the quality of research justification, contributions, and findings. The manuscript knows lacks in scientific 
style and structure. 
What is the originality of this research?  Paper research gap and originality should be better presented at the end 
of introduction section 
Please consider this structure for manuscript final part. 
-Discussion 
-Conclusion 
-Managerial Implication 
-Practical/Social Implications 
Questions to be answered: What practical/professional and academic consequences will this study have for the 
future of scientific literature (theoretical contributions)? 
Why is this study necessary? should make clear arguments to explain what the originality and value of the 
proposed model is. This should be stated in the final paragraphs of introduction and conclusion sections. 
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Improving the literature. 
Language review. 
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