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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 3

(a brief explanation is recommendable) | suggest the title to be:

Advanced Managerial Accounting Techniques and Decision Support System: An Empirical
Analysis of Small and Medium Enterprises in Jordan

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

(An explanationis recommendable)

Abstract is generally okay.

3. There are grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 4

(a brief explanationis recommendable)




No notable grammatical and spelling errors in the document

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 4

(An explanationis recommendable)
The methodology is well presented. However, the researchers need to put paragraphs

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

(An explanationis recommendable)

Avoid use of bullets in the introduction but use pros instead. Some of the citations in the body
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