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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 

 

 

1. The paper advocates for the adoption of ERM 

technique as a contemporary risk 

management technique preferred above the 

TRM technique that deals with individual 

asset’s risk rather than the holistic approach 

to enterprise risk management. 

2. The literature reviewed need current 

research such as 2012, 2013 and if possible 

2014 to provide for more recent knowledge 

improvement. 

3. In subsection 5.6, the neutrality of all the 

presumed challenges could indicate a 

different dimension to inform us that the 

complexity of risk management of the 

insurance companies in Zimbabwe may have 

slightly uncorrelated mean with what is 

obtainable in other countries where similar 

ERM is practised. 

4. The consistency of the result with the 

literature reviewed as stated in the 

conclusion is too vague as there is need to 

state which of the works is consistent with 

your study because there are some 

challenging aspect of ERM identified by some 

researchers as you elaborated.  
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Minor REVISION comments 

 

1. Some words should be carefully replaced such as 

‘would’ with ‘could’ in line 16; ‘decade long 

crises’ with ‘decade-long crises’ in line 36. 

2. Use ‘...making is not just by senior 

management...’ in line 225 and not ‘...making not 

just by senior management...’  

3. The following has no meaning. Cross-check. Line 

156 ‘...the action of CEOs to due to career...’ and 

line 159 ‘...insurance companies implement an 

ERM frame work (framework) is to be that...’  

 

Optional/General comments 

 

1. You may include traditional risk management 

(TRM) in key words. 
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