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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  
The following are my comments: 

 
1. The concern of the author on this research is not 

quite clear. Is it on ethics or accounting 

profession or scandals? 
2.    It is not clear what is the independent and 

dependent variable of the study. Reading from 

the topic the dependent variable is accounting 

profession and the independent variables are 

perceptions of accounting and business scandals. 

These variables were not explained in the 

methodology. 

-      How these variables were defined? 

3. Since the methodology is rather unclear it is 

quite uneasy to match the objectives with the 

analysis and results of the study. The paper will 

be more systematic if it able to highlight the 

methodology in a concise and precise manner in 

terms of the research design, sampling design, 

data collection, instrumentation and data 
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 analysis. 

- The analysis used maybe need to be 

improved eg it seems the correlations were 

done to every items in the questionnaire – is 

it appropriate and relevant to the objectives 

of the study? 

-      Normally summative score will be used 

- Similarly the analysis of differences can be 

done by using eg T test or Anova (depending 

to number of the group) 

- However everything will be alright if the 

methodology is written clearly and in 

tandem with the objectives of the study. 
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