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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

Although topic and research problem looks
acceptable, but methodology looks not sufficient to
search to this kind of problem.

“Secondary data from the banks website
and Social Responsibility Report was

22 examined and compared.”generally it
may accept as contextual as report based
research. Surely it is worthy but it may
support with any other qualitative or
quantitative method to strong data to
convince more strong readers. So, this
paper has considerable qualifications but
methodology looks not acceptable, author
may improve it. This is not mandatory it is
just suggestion. I have read my interest.
Regards,

Well noted. Thank you for your comment.
Revision has been made.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments
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