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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
should write his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

In the abstract as well as in the main text of the paper,
the author/s refers to “innovation of new business
ideas". It is recommended to replace this expression
with a clearer one, such as "innovation of business
ideas" or "new business ideas".

Sentence starting on line 7 "This study seeks...": It
should be cut and replaced by a few sentences. This
should be done throughout the paper, as there are too
many very long and heavy sentences. Proper and
professional English editing is necessary.

Suggestions done.

1. “innovation of business ideas” have been
used to replace “innovation of new business
ideas"” in the abstract and the main text on
lines 6 and 24-25 respectively.

2. Sentence starting from line 7 has been
broken down and restructured.

3. Proper and professional English editing have
been done

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

The paper is robust and technically sound. The topic is
relevant and well described and discussed. The
hypotheses are clear and conclusions appropriate. The
methodology is sound and clearly explained so that it
can be replicated. The sample size is adequate and
statistical analysis appropriate. Findings are interesting
and well presented. Conclusions are strictly linked to
findings. Referencing is adequate. The English
language requires some polishing.

Proof reading has been done
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