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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)

Compulsory REVISION comments

It would be necessary to revise the title, it is better to
write comparative study or comparison.

There is no sufficient number of relevant studies in
the domain of interest.

The methodology in the manuscript is not clear or
meaningful to readers. There is no information which
countries were included in the survey and way these
countries participate.

Author did not explain procedures clearly and in
adequate detail.

Analyses are not presented clearly.

The title has been revised to read “comparative
study”.

A search of the term “work motivation” in
Business Source Complete yields over 12K
results. I selected the works that were (in my
judgement) most highly cited and relevant to the
topic [ covered.

[ added a paragraph at line 146 that explains my
selection of the World Values Database, the
countries selected, etc.

[ added Appendix A that more clearly elaborates
the procedures in calculating the results.

This comment is vague - if there were some
specific point that was unclear, it could be
corrected or edited.

Minor REVISION comments

Correct citation

( Last name of the author/s, year of publication; p. page
number)

Citations were corrected
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Optional /General comments

It would be useful to improve describing of the sample
and settings appropriate to research question.
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