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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	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 makes an important contribution to the literature on big data analytics by clarifying how and through which mechanisms big data analytics capability (BDAC) translates into organizational performance. By integrating perspectives from the resource-based view, dynamic capabilities theory, and information systems success models, the study advances a coherent conceptual framework that explains heterogeneous performance outcomes observed in prior empirical research. The explicit articulation of operational and marketing performance as complementary mediators offers a valuable theoretical refinement that helps reconcile mixed findings in the analytics–performance literature. Furthermore, the proposed propositions and measurement guidance provide a solid foundation for future empirical testing across industries and contexts, making the manuscript relevant to both researchers and practitioners.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, the title is suitable and accurately reflects the scope and contribution of the paper. It clearly signals the focus on value creation, big data analytics capability, and cross-functional performance outcomes.
Optional suggestion (if refinement is desired):
“Turning Data into Value: A Conceptual Framework of Big Data Analytics Capability Across Operations, Marketing, and Finance.”
	

	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.


	The abstract is comprehensive and well structured. It clearly outlines the research motivation, theoretical grounding, conceptual framework, key constructs, and intended contributions. One minor suggestion is to briefly emphasize the novelty of positioning operational and marketing performance as complementary mediators rather than independent outcomes, as this is a central contribution of the paper. Additionally, a short sentence highlighting the practical relevance for managers implementing analytics initiatives could further strengthen the abstract’s appeal.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is scientifically sound. The theoretical arguments are well grounded in established literature, and the logical flow from theory to propositions is coherent and consistent. Constructs are clearly defined, relationships are theoretically justified, and boundary conditions are appropriately specified. As a conceptual paper, the study remains within its stated scope and does not overclaim empirical validation, which strengthens its scientific rigor.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references are extensive, relevant, and up to date, covering both foundational works and recent studies in big data analytics, dynamic capabilities, marketing analytics, and operations management. The citation list demonstrates strong engagement with high-quality journals and contemporary research. No major omissions are evident; however, the authors may optionally consider including one or two recent meta-analyses or systematic reviews on big data analytics capability to further reinforce the positioning of the study.
	

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


	Yes, the language quality is suitable for scholarly publication. The manuscript is clearly written, logically structured, and uses appropriate academic terminology throughout. Minor stylistic refinements (e.g., sentence conciseness or consistency in terminology) could be addressed during copyediting, but no substantive language issues are present.
	

	Optional/General comments


	Overall, this is a well-developed and thoughtfully argued conceptual paper. The framework is clear, the propositions are logically derived, and the inclusion of implementation logic and suggested measures enhances the manuscript’s practical relevance. The paper would benefit from a brief illustrative example or scenario (even conceptual) to help readers visualize how the framework operates in practice, though this is not essential. The manuscript is well positioned for publication following minor refinements.
	


	PART  2: 



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


	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


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

No, ethical issues have been found.
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