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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. The first paragraph of the introduction should give the reader the global 

perspective of the subject matter before gradually coming down to area of 
study. 

2. Abstract should be written in one single paragraph and all concept 
abbreviations should be reduced. 

3. Citations should include recent literatures. 
4. Methodology needs to be reviewed; the study should have research design, 

justification for base year of 2016  
 

 
1. In the first paragraph, I to updated it by providing issues related to 

the global accounting scandals down to my area of study. 
2. The abstract has been updated in a single paragraph. 
3.  Citation of recent literatures has been included. 
4. Methodology has been reviewed by providing example of research 

design and justification for the base year 2016. 
The areas of corrections and review has been highlighted in 
the attached file and references has also been updated.   

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The study should go through editorial 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The author made a good attempt on the subject matter by creating a gap that was sufficiently 
filled. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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