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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

 

1. No section of the research methodology. 

Objectives, Research questions etc are not 

mentioned in the article. Then how one can draw 

conclusion. 

2. Language needs to complete revision. 

3. Author used data about services of HiNet 
business model with its source. 

4. There is a mismatch in the conclusion of abstract 

and final conclusion. 

5. Author needs to systematic in putting the 

secondary data which he had collected for the 

purpose to make better sense.  

6. He must write his analysis also. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. The research question, objectives and 

methodology have added in line 42, line 68 

and line 261 respectively. 

 
2. We has proofed read the article. 

3. Has cited the source 

 

4. This article has revised it in abstract and 

conclusion sections with 

highlighted in yellow colour. 

5. This article has added a section of research 

design from line 260 to 286 to describe the 

data collection.  

6. This article has described and discussed the 

feasibility of business model for case 

company from line 392 to line 442 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

Ethical issue is with respect to information sources. This 

is secondary data based research papers and at many 

places missing the references in the text. To mention all 

figures in the text. 

 

This article has cited the relevant literatures and 

put them in the text and reference (1, 11, 12, and 

17) with highlighted in yellow colour. 
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