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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript makes a substantive contribution to business studies and related disciplines. Its main strength lies in its timely exploration of the CATEEL industry, a sector that remains unexplored in the academic discipline. The analysis provides unique information relevant for both the academic environment and the business world in general.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	Yes, the title is very clear, descriptive, and the reader knows exactly what it is all about. But my question is: are you measuring the level or the impact of the level? I would suggest changing “Level” to Impact.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, you have very strong and well-structured abstract, but you need to refine it to be more impactful. In your first paragraph you mentioned the “what” but did not mention the “whys”
-you got a nice finding, but your abstract said that ERM practices are highly observed but not differ on business types and operation (see you ANOVA)
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically correct but there are some details that need to be addressed.

a. Check the citation ((Altanashat et. al., 2019) is incorrect
b. Sentence flow 

c. Tense error in the introduction

d. The duration of your study was conducted in the 1st sem of 2024-2025 (how it is possible your data was collected when you are still in the present of 2025?)

e. Kindly check the 2nd section of your questionnaire, something missing there- the number of questions for financial practices is missing
f. Please check table 3 statement no. 2 (why it is all about lectures and not financial practices?)

g. Check also table 12 and 13


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the references are sufficient but need some fine tuning.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	This manuscript makes a valuable contribution to the understanding Enterprise Risk Management. Recommended for publication.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	No, there are no glaring issues but it is suggested to add ethical consideration section after material/methods section.
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