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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. In Tables 2 and 3, the authors used some 
abbreviations such as SA, A, NS, D, SD. 
Suggest listing their full names, all these full 
names can be expected. 

2. In the 571th line of this article, the authors 
recommended that modern performance tools 
to enable effective assessment of suppliers’ 
performance. Suggest providing some 
examples of such modern performance tools. 

 

 
This has been corrected in lines 425, 426, 486, 
487, 523 and 524 
 
 
 
This is has been provided in lines 571 and 572 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Check the formats of References [1] and [4]. If the 
authors desired that all the journals’ names are 
presented with italic characters, suggest no exceptions 
are allowed.  
 

This has been corrected in line 586 

Optional/General comments 
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