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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 

 

1) Very big abstract!  

2) Very short introduction. There is not analogy 

with the abstract.  

3) Very big and so much theoretically the third 

part, from 111 till 492 lines.  

4) How the author chose the sample? With 

systematic sampling, with random sampling, 

some other methodology? 

5) The Table 1 must be in findings and not in the 

conclusions.  

6) There is no serious statistical analysis.  

7) There is no any econometric analysis.  

 The methodology is not motivated by the 

theory.  

Table 1 has established in Finding Section. Our 

abstract has organized according to our 
research problem as scientific article.  

Our introduction has required length and also it 

has sufficient content.  
This is serious research and good research 

article which includes strong author team. We 
believe that our research has strong analysis. 

Methodology is consistent with our theory.  

We have designed our paper according to 
critics which we agreed ones.  

Regards, for reviewers.  
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