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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
Minor REVISION comments This topic is promising and the paper is definitelyrelevant. I would suggest authors to: - further specifytheir research question, maybe clarifying whichrelationships they are investigating and why (in section1) - develop the conclusion section, i.e., provide a gooddiscussion of results in light of existing literature and/orelaborate their contribution, not only on the base thatthere are few studies on this topic (enablers of supplychain quality management) but also explaining why theirresults are innovative in the Iranian industrial context.The manuscript is suitable enough to be published (withminor revision).

The authors are inclined to acknowledge you forthe valuable comments.-The Research Question has been added to theend of Section 1.The Conclusion section has been developed. Tryto analyse some studies in comparison with thisstudy. Also The SWOT matrix is added to theconclusion section in order to suggest someimprovements for the study.
Optional/General comments The paper is well written. Congratulations to the authors.


