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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 
 

1. The topic (lines 1-3) is not an exemplary 
researchable topic. The researcher MUST decide the 
topic. 

2. Lines 7-13 do not structurally make it for an ideal 
abstract. In essence, the abstract is too weak. 

3. The paper is more of a lecture note extracted for 
publication without due research approach. 

 There are no arguments as to whether the private trade 
organisations in comparison with public restrictions has 
relevance in sharpening the international finance markets 
or not. There are no research evidences to portray that, 
thereby making the paper a mere lecture note. 

  
Research guidelines are not adhered to, beginning from the 
topic to the conclusion. 

1. The suggestion is considered. 
2. The recommendation is considered. 
3. The recommendation is considered. 
4. The recommendation is considered. 
5. Grammatical are corrected.  

Minor REVISION 
comments 

1. There are several grammatical errors.  

Optional/General 
comments 

  

 


