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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The manuscript is good, however I recommend the following: 
 
In the literature review section, it is convenient to add the development and justification of 
the hypotheses. In addition, they might consider supporting and substantiating the study in 
agency theory (Mitnick, B. M. 2015). Agency theory Wiley encyclopedia of management, 1-
6.) And supply chain management (Fayezi, S., O'Loughlin, A., & Zutshi, A. 2012). Agency 
theory and supply chain management: a structured literature review. Supply chain 
management: an international journal, 17 (5), 556-570.) 
 
In the methodology section, it is convenient to add first: 1. How have you measured the 
variables, how many questions and what kind of questions were used? 
2. Show the tests of normality and the homocedasticity of the data. 
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