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Questions 
Rating Result 
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 4 

(a brief explanation for 3-less point rating) 
 
 

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and results. 4 

(a brief explanation for 3-less point rating) 
 
 

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this 
article.  3 

(a brief explanation for 3-less point rating) 
There is need to thoroughly edit the paper. 
 



4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2 

(a brief explanation for 3-less point rating) 
The study seems to be an archival research method in the framework for conducting and 
evaluating research suggested by Searcy and Mentzer (2003).  In the methods, the authors 
should have explained the process of reviewing the literature  
 

5. The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 3 

(a brief explanation for 3-less point rating) 
This paper has more than 13,000 words and makes reading laborious.  It is possible to reduce 
the paper to about 8,000 without losing the main trust of the paper.  
 

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and supported by the 
content. 4 

(a brief explanation for 3-less point rating) 
 
 

7. The references are comprehensive and appropriate. 4 

(a brief explanation for 3-less point rating) 
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Accepted, minor revisions needed x 

Return for major revision and resubmission  
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Comments and Suggestions to the Author(s): 
 

There is need to reduce the word count to about 8,000 to make the paper 

interesting to read. 
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