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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.


	This manuscript is important to the scientific community because it integrates marketing, finance, and investor relations literature to explain how communication strategies influence equity offering outcomes. It also highlights emerging digital marketing challenges and research gaps, particularly in developing markets, guiding future academic and empirical research.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable as it clearly reflects the focus on marketing strategies within the corporate equity issuance process and accurately represents the literature review approach. It is concise, informative, and aligns well with the scope and content of the manuscript.
	

	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, the abstract is comprehensive and clearly presents the study’s aim, methodology, key findings, and conclusions. However, it could be slightly improved by explicitly highlighting the main theoretical contribution and clearly stating the identified research gap in digital branding practices.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound and grounded in well-established theories and prior empirical research. The methodology, analysis, and interpretations are consistent with accepted academic standards for systematic literature reviews.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound, as it is based on well-established theories, a systematic literature review methodology, and credible academic sources. The arguments are logically developed, and the conclusions are well supported by the reviewed literature.
	

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


	Yes, the language and English quality of the manuscript are suitable for scholarly communication, with a clear academic tone and logical flow throughout. Minor grammatical and stylistic refinements could further enhance clarity, but no substantial language revisions are required.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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