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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 

 
• Source 

The authors have to improve the sources of 

certain posits, such as those of the lines 21, 29 

and 67. 

 

In the line 21, the authors allege that curators 

have taken benefits from their jobs without 

giving benefits to the stakeholders in general. 

 

In the line 29, the authors have associated the 

mismanagement of banks to the lack of 

corporate governance. 

 

In the line 67, the authors have said the liquidity 

crisis is driven by the collapse of business ethics. 

 

However, all this assumptions have to be held by 

evidences that come from other scientific papers 

or reliable sources. 

 

• Literature review 

It is possible to conclude that only 5 of 14 

references done in the manuscript were 

published after 2010 and also these one are not 

scientific papers. 

 

The literature review has a relevant role, 

because it shows the state of art on the 

researched subject, it situates the paper among 
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other and also it helps to discuss the findings. 

 

Therefore, the authors have to improve the 

literature review, showing other papers that 

discussed banks´ liquidity crisis in Africa. 

  

• Material and methodology 

The authors inform they have applied an 

instrument to 27 respondents. 

 

However, such an instrument could be presented 

in details, exploring its validity issues in order to 

show whether the questions really gauge the 

concept they were intended to do so. 

 

• Results and discussion 

The explanation of instrument, described in the 

former topic, is relevant to give the reader the 

link to the results. 

 

In the line 117, the authors posit the insolvency 

was drove by the “fail to adhere to the corporate 

governance” what would be taken from the 

“majority” of respondents. 

 

However, the authors have to deeply explain the 

part of the tables that allows such a finding / 

conclusion. 

 

Also in the discussion, the authors have to 

discuss the findings of the paper, comparing 

them to the reviewed literature and to the 

theoretical framework. 
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• Conclusion 

In the conclusion, the authors allege “… were the 

major causes of insolvency”.  

 

However, it is hardly recommendable to clarify 

the source of this conclusion from the findings 

and from the tables, giving it the link it to its 

evidences. 

 

• References list 

It is necessary to make a revision on the 

references list in order to check whether all the 

items are presented, e.g. Laiho (?). 

  

• Grammar issues 

It seems the text could be grammar reviewed to 

avoid certain little mistakes that happen when 

every author is excited to conclude the writing of 

manuscript. 

Minor REVISION comments   

Optional/General comments 
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