
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Dear Authors,  

 

Please use the table below to include your feedback regarding the reviewers’ comments and the revisions 

made. Copy the feedback from the reviewer in column 1 and your response in column 2. Kindly refer to 

specific page numbers in your response where needed. In addition, please indicate the revision in the actual 

manuscript in two different colors (i.e., blue for reviewer 1, and red for reviewer 2). 

 

RE-SUBMISSION: TABLE OF CORRECTIONS 

 

MANUSCRIPT NAME: Bank concentration and stability in Central Asia; The effect of capital regulation 

and financial freedom 

 

MANUSCRIPT NUMBER: 733 

 
 

 Reviewer 1 Comments (please copy and paste the 

reviewer’s feedback into this column) 

Author’s Comments/Response  

(Indicated in blue in the manuscript) 

 Column 1 Column 2 

1 In the introduction section, the author should add 

more detail about the banking conditions in Central 

Asia. The author should also focus on the research 

gap theoretical framework and contribution of the 

study. 

I thank the reviewer for the suggestion. A paragraph that 

discusses the aforementioned point has been added in the 

manuscript. Please find the details below atau please 

find the details in the track-changes version of the 

manuscript. 

2 The conclusion section needs improvement. The 

author should justify the findings through 

appropriate reasons, supported by relevant 

literature. Practical implications and suggestions 

need to be added 

3 Future direction and limitation of the study is 

missing 

4   

 Reviewer 2 Comments (please copy and paste the 

reviewer’s feedback into this column) 

Author’s Comments/Response  

(Indicated in red in the manuscript) 

1 Various grammar mistakes were noted. Articles “a” 

vs. ‘the” are often misused. In addition, single vs. 

plural words are lisyed in several instances. 

I thank the reviewer for pointing this out. I have modified 

my sentence to clarify my message. 

2 The relevance of the study was not sufficiently 

disclosed: why exactly this problem needs to be 

studied now and in the aspect chosen by the author. 

Thank you for your suggestions. I have restructured my 

introduction to highlight the importance of the issues 

discussed in this paper. I provide justification whether 

such issues are contextually relevant to be studied using 

Central Asian countries. I also have restructured the 

paper and to my best knowledge, it is already consistent 

with the mentioned aspects, including the objectives and 

contribution part. 

3 The formulated purpose of the study does not 

correspond to the results of the study. 

4 There is no description of the objectives of scientific 

research: what needs to be done to achieve the 

goal? 

5 The significance of the results of the research for 

science has not been substantiated: what were 

problems, concepts, branches of science are 

changes aimed at the development of science and 

replenishing its content. 

6 There is no justification for the value of scientific 

results for practice: what specific shortcomings can 



be corrected using the results obtained during the 

study. 

7 The listed characteristics make up a system, all 

elements of which must correspond to each other, 

complement each other. By the degree of their 

coordination, one can judge the quality of the 

scientific work itself. The system of methodological 

characteristics of scientific research acts as a 

generalized indicator of its quality. They are missing 

in this article!!! 

 

 

We (the authors/corresponding author of this manuscript) acknowledge that we have taken all 

recommendations as provided by the reviewers into consideration, as discussed in the above table. We 

understand that if we did not adhere to or address all of the recommendations, this might delay the outcome of 

our publication.  
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