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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 
 

No comments 
 
Need some minor language editions and arrangement of points within some sentences. 
Some random examples as observed (if deemed appropriate to the author)  are provided 
below;  
 
124-125 lines – language correction – delete is. 
194 – 195 The closer the relationships that a firm can build, the more opportunities there are to 
establish links with new customers [6]. Closer relationships with whom, within the firm or with 
other firms? 
 
Lines 201 and 202- At the same time, the importance of marketing capability also enhances the 
role of collective actions for greater competitiveness 
This sentence needs rephrasing – something like improved marketing capability instead of 
importance. How can the importance enhance the role of collective actions? 
 
Line 228 – delete at 
 
Line 498 – need restructuring  
 
These are just some of the examples randomly picked from the manuscript. Overall the 
paper is good and informative. 
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