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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 

 
Abstract 

-The major finding and major recommendation are not 

clearly stated in the abstract. 

-Line 14; give space between losers,effectiveness 

 

Introduction 

-Introduction has no single source. 

-Line 22 to 25 no source 

-Line 55 what is this word WorldComcases? or do you      

mean WorldCom cases 

 

LLiterature Review 

Line 76; space between frominvestigative 

-The author should go through the paper and check the 

wordings, many are not properly spacing. 

-Line 173; Which method of citation are you using? APA  

or what? Please. use the recommended method  

 

These are very useful and reasonable reviewer’s 

comments.  I have mimicked the citation style I 

found in the journal’s author’s guide and in some 

of the previous articles published in this journal. 

 

This reviewer recommends that I place my 

policy recommendations after the “conclusion” 

paragraphs. I am used to having the conclusion 

as the final piece of any writing. However, I have 

done as required by this reviewer and hope that 

the other reviewers will agree with him.  

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Suggestion:  

-conclusion comes (precede) recommendation 

-All headings and keywords to be written in lowercase 

with the first letter of all major words to be written in 

uppercase 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

Line 67- this is American spelling - behavior. You may 

change it to behaviour  

 

 

 


