
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (07-06-2013)  

 

Journal Name:  Asian Journal of Economics, Business and Accounting  

Manuscript Number: Ms_AJEBA_37019 

Title of the Manuscript:  
Review of Sustainable Good Governance in Nature Park – Carita Beach 

Type of the Article Review Paper 

 
 
General guideline for Peer Review process:  
 
This journal’s peer review policy states that NO manuscript should be rejected only on the basis of ‘lack of Novelty’, provided the manuscript is scientifically robust and technically sound. 
To know the complete guideline for Peer Review process, reviewers are requested to visit this link: 
 
(http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline) 
 
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 
 

Dear author(s), 
 
After I reviewed this paper I found that this paper has some merits. However, several 
questions were raised and suggestions were provided in order to enhance the quality of the 
paper as follows: 
 
1. I do not think that this paper is fully considered as ‘review paper’ where the 

authors included some empirical findings which are derived from primary data. 
Thus, please ‘delete’ the word ‘review’ in the title. 

2. It is less clear why Sustainable Good Governance system is required in Nature 
Park-Carita Bearch? Are they any current problems tarnishing the potentials? 

3. Justify your problem statement clearly. 
4. Source for Figure 1? 
5. Are exploratory and explanatory approaches can be included in single study? 

Justify it? 
6. Line 233, change the Literature Studies to ‘Literature Reviews’. 
7. Justify why Qualitative research approach is most relevant for this study? 
8. Does this study free from reliability and validity issues? 
9. Source for Table 1 and 2? 
10. Major proofreading is required to avoid potentials misleading sentences.  
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