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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 

 

This paper tries to ‘assess’ the relevance of 

Accounting with IT in small and medium scale 

enterprises (SME) in the African nation of Ghana. 

After revising the current weak methodologies 

available, it highlights the impact of IT on accounting 

and the firm’s performance with work being done 

upon live-data collected from respondents of the 

concerned questions. The Pearsonian correlation 

method (Type-I) is applied for analysis. It is 

concluded that the usage of IT by a firm will 

apparently place it above its competitors in the field. 

 

Thanks for the massive work done. 

The topic was well considered before coming up 

with the manuscript, however, one can also look 

at it in the view of the reviewer although it has 

different construct but same meaning.   

Minor REVISION comments 

 

The author should have mentioned in a more elaborated 

manner how he had applied the Pearsonian Correlation 

Model and which type was exactly used. 

 

The issue is well considered and addressed. 

Optional/General comments 

 

NONE 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 


