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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 
 

 
 
The theoretical underpinning needs further elaboration. It should be stated that Legitimacy theory 
is guiding /anchoring or hinged on this research. 
A distinctive recommendation for future studies , policy implications and explicit 
recommendations should be addressed. 
The abstract needs to be proof read and given coherent restructuring  . A recommendation 
should be added to the abstract. 
 
 

 

 
Abstract has been done to Grammarly. 
 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
The Title should start with Determinants . Letter S should be added to Determinant . 
 
 

 
 
done 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good paper . The paper should be accepted for publication after this revisions have been effected. The 
time span of the research , 2016-2018 is too short to come up with well-informed generalizations . 
 
 

 
I choose 2016-2018 because of the sample criteria used by sustainability 
report with the GRI Standard. Therefore, the GRI standard released in 2016 
and the last data we got was 2018.  
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