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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 
It is recommended to change the title of section 2.3. The formulation of hypothesis H1 is 
statistically incorrect, as it must be in the form of a statement, which in the study must be 
either confirmed or refuted. In addition, such hypotheses usually require verification using 
statistical criteria, which is absent in this study. It is better if the author(s) present this 
section as an objective task that is solved during the study. This is true, given the 
presentation of research results. Or the author(s) should reformulate the statement H1 and 
conduct a full statistical analysis to test this hypothesis, rather than just describing the 
results of the survey 
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
1. In the text of the article, the author(s) repeatedly mention "Law No. 20 of 2008". It is 
advisable to indicate the full title of this Law in the References section, and in the text of the 
article to use the link to this position. 
2. Section 2. 2 contains a very brief description of Adam Smith's Classical Theory. 
However, the inclusion of this section in the article is unclear and unfounded. Author(s) 
should revise the need to use this material. 
3. Section 3 states that “…The sample in this study is determined to use the sample size 
calculator www.raosoft.com...”. It is necessary to include the web address of the calculator 
in the References section, and use this link in the appropriate text of the article. 
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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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