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Journal: Corporate Governance and Organizational Behavior Review 

Title of the paper: Competitive Social Capital in Improving SMEs Performance: Role of Knowledge 

Donating and Knowledge Collecting 

Date of the Review completion: 06 October 2023 

Please choose options that can characterize the paper: 

Originality and importance of the 

paper to the field of research: 
High 

The structure of the paper: Is easy to follow and understand 

Please tick relevant for the 

abstract 

The abstract provides an accurate summary of the manuscript 

(including aim, methods, key results and relevance of the study) 
☒yes  ☐ no 

The abstract contains unnecessary information (please explain) ☐yes  ☒ no 

Is the abstract of appropriate size? (150-200 words) ☐yes  ☒ no 

Please tick relevant for the 

introduction 

Does the introduction identify the purpose of the paper or 

hypothesis and set the paper within the broader research 

perspective? 

☐yes  ☒ no 

The introduction puts the rest of the paper into perspective 

(explains paper’s structure) 
☐yes  ☐ no 

Methods used in the paper: Suit the aim of the research 

 

Does the methodology part allow replicating or reproducing results 

(to check them or to perform a similar study)? 
☒yes  ☐ no 

If empirical study: is the sample size large enough and was selected 

in an appropriate way (leave blank if not acceptable)? 
☒yes  ☐ no 

Results and discussion: 
Are the interpretations provided by the author(s) supported by the 

findings obtained in the study? 
☒yes  ☐ no 

Are there any figures or tables that 

have to be corrected / deleted? 
Yes, some corrections need to be done (please explain) 

 
Are the figures and/or tables clear and you can understand their 

essence? 
☒yes  ☐ no 

Conclusions: Do not reveal main findings of the paper 

 
Conclusions are supported by the findings, analysis and 

interpretations of the author(s) 
☒yes  ☐ no 

 Does the conclusion section repeat the abstract of the paper? ☒yes  ☐ no 

References Are all references in the list used in the paper? ☒yes  ☐ no 

 Are the number, relevance and “age” of the citations appropriate? ☒yes  ☐ no 

Language of the paper: Is fine, not serious corrections needed 

Length of the paper: Is appropriate 

What is your main verdict? Accept paper with the changes that should be made by the author/authors 

Field for the comments of the reviewer: 

The paper is appropriate but the issue is based on the introduction. Firstly, the introduction is too lengthy and is not clear 

enough. The objectives of the paper should be re- drafted and more convincing. 

On the other hand, the literature review is well written and explicit. Appropriate empirical evidences have been employed for 

each of the respective theories.  Explanation of hypothesis testing provided. 

The research methodology was explicit. Results and discussion were well interpreted with adequate use of empirical 

evidences. Good presentation of the study. 

Conclusion and recommendation of the study seem to be appropriate.  More implications on this study should be provided 

for the stakeholders. 
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Editorial Note 
 

1) The length of the paper should amount to no more than 10,000 words. 

 

2) Please add at least 3 JEL classification codes for your research. You may use the link: https://www.aeaweb.org/jel/guide/jel.php 

 

3) It is recommended including Acknowledgements that recognise the importance of contributions made by other researchers to 

the paper submitted (that have not been included in the paper authorship) or organisations (universities, grants numbers, etc.) which 

provided funds for conducting the research (if any). 

 

4) The abstract is too long, the appropriate length would be 150–200 words. 

 

5) In order to enhance the readability of the manuscript, please provide in the section «Abstract» shorter description of the research 

problem, purpose of the research, methodology used, main findings of the paper, conclusion, relevance of the paper. 

 

6) It is preferable that the “Abstract” contains 1–2 in-text citations of the sources mentioned in the list of references that the research 

is based on or that the research contributes to. 

 

7) In the “Introduction” section please add one more paragraph describing in detail the general structure of the paper.  

(e.g., The structure of this paper is as follows. Section 2 reviews the relevant literature. Section 3 analyses the methodology that 

has been used to conduct empirical research on...). 

This paragraph should be placed at the very end of the Introduction. 

 

8) Please reduce the list of references up to 80 sources as the current list of references seems to be a bit redundant and it shifts 

the focus away from the main idea and research questions of the article. 

 

9) Please note that self-citation is not appreciated by Scopus. Therefore, it is recommended to exclude the references by the author. 

 

10) Please make sure that all the references cited in the paper are included in the reference list and all the sources in the reference 

list are properly cited in the paper. 
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