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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
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Compulsory REVISION comments

Though the author(s) review theories and empirical literature, they fail to indicate which
theories underpin their research and why ? Also, they fail to specify how this
manuscript differs from what has been done be others, and why this research should be
published.

Why was risk management excluded from the main regression?

Minor REVISION comments

e In-text citation error; eg. (Kenney 2000) states that , generation. (Efozie 2010),
(Adams, 2004) defined

e End of text must follow the required referencing style.

e The manuscript needs to go through proof reading, grammatical and structural error
correction.

Optional/General comments

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.
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