
 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

 
Journal Name:  British Journal of Economics, Management & Trade  

Manuscript Number: Ms_BJEMT_33399 

Title of the Manuscript:  A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF CORPORATE SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY PRACTICES IN THE 
BANKING INDUSTRY. THE CASE OF GHANA AND CHINA 

Type of the Article Case study 

 
 
 

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) 
 

 



 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

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

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 
 

 
Abstract should highlight the objectives and the 
contributions of the investigation. 
Literature lacks actuality and relevance.  
About measuring CSR, the discussion is based on 
Boone (1984). However, literature shows several 
different metrics to assess CSR practices and 
performance. 
The methodological approach is not presented and 
the results for each institution are presented using 
different features, which makes it hard to compare. 
Discussion is the best part but there are no 
contributions and no limitations. 
As matter as fact, we have a comparison between 
banks of different countries but nor a real problem 
to solve. 

 

Well noted. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The text needs proof reading 
 

 
Well noted. Revision has been made. 

Optional/General comments 
 

As matter as fact, we have a comparison between 
banks of different countries but nor a real problem 
to solve. The methodology is not presented. The 
results and conclusions are, consequently, very 
limited. Literature rather old, most of it before 2010. 
 

 

 
 
 
 


