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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 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
The introduction part is both clear and up to the point hover it is better to add review literature 
regarding resilient leadership. 
 
 
 
 
The paper has conducted using qualitative research method, observation also mentioned on the 
methodology part. But I didn’t see any finding from the observation of the study area   
 
 
The conclusion part is quite convenient and logical to the ideas that are elaborated in the paper 
 
Ideas are neatly discussed as per the order of each heading however the author should discuss the 
finding depending on the research questions raised. 
 
 
The references were all there. 
 
The references were all there. 
Even though I am not a language scholar, but the paper is very clear and understandable 
 
In my opinion better to edit some important issues and accept paper, because the topic is 
very interesting 
 

 
 
Thank you for the suggestion. We already added a 
review of related literature regarding resilient 
leadership. 
 
 
We already deleted the observation process 
mentioned in the study. We only stick with in-depth 
interviews as our source of data. 
 
 
 
 
Yes, the findings were discussed during the cross-
case analysis since the study will explore the 
commonalities of each case in terms of 
characteristics, experiences, coping mechanisms, 
and policy recommendations which are also our 
research questions. 
 
 
 
Thank you very much for considering our study as 
very interesting topic. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The paper has done a good job of sticking to the cohesion of ideas and topic; however, it is better 
to add the objectives of the study.  Because objectives are the sources of the finding. And also, it is 
better to add review literature regarding resilient leadership. 
 

Thank you so much for the suggestions and 
comments. Our objectives of the study were 
interpolated in the introduction's last paragraph and in 
the purpose of the study in 1.1. We also add the 
review of related literature at 1.3. 
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PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


