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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 
 

2.4 Consumer attitude towards extended product 
The description of this part is too general in attitude but not in 
detailed about consumer and towards extended product. It is 
recommended to add more detailed descriptions here. 
Authors need to clarify extended product and original product? 
 
I could not find any hypothesis about mediator? 
No discussion. It is better to add some discussion about your 
findings besides just stating the statistical findings. 
 
How the authors can say in the last sentence that Samsung is 
good at extending the brand? Any reference and study? 
Need to state H1, H2 in the research model (Figure 1) 
The data inside Table 2 and Table 3, replace / with. 

 

Minor REVISION 
comments 
 

Line 43, year in reference. 
Line 84, sources or resources? 
Line 89, two references in one  [ ] 
Line 97, sentence is complicated to be understood 
2.10 production or product? 
Line 191, questionars? 

 

Optional/General 
comments 

Overall there are many mistakes. The authors need to check the 
paper again. 
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