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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract is well arranged, it has all the features of good/ carefully drafted abstract; the 
objective, the methodology, the scope, findings, conclusion and recommendation are all 
seen in abstract vividly. In literature review, only the theoretical framework is seen, no 
conceptual framework and Empirical review. Empirical review is very vital while writing any 
research paper. The references are well recommended because it adhered strictly to APA 
6th edition guideline. But the quotation of Investopedia should be removed because the 
Author is not supposed to quote Investopedia because it is not Authority. Apart from these 
few corrections, the paper is perfect. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

I agree with the review. The conceptual and empirical reviews were 
embedded in the body of the article and have been duly separated and 
named as appropriate. Quotation of Investopedia has been replaced. 
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