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Optional/General comments 

 

The topic is very interesting and contributed to 

untouched area of finance. However, in context to 

reader’s simplicity, introduction part needs to be briefed 

wherein all parts like background, objectives, research 
gaps, literature review and main contributions are clubbed 
together. Well demarcated paragraph covering aspects like 
background, objectives, research gaps, literature review 

and main contributions may improve the presentation.  In 

the whole paper researcher uses first person like ‘I find 
that---’, ‘I have made--’ which may be written otherwise. 

This will sound a good literature. 

 

 

 

Thanks for the good comments. 

 

1) I have briefed the introduction section 

and restructured as demanded 

 

2) I have changed the paragraphs where 

needed and possible. 

 

3) I have rephrased the ‘I’ at most points. 

 

Thanks for the comments that really improved 

the paper. 

 


