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SDI EDITORIAL COMMENTS FORM 

	EDITORIAL COMMENT’S on revised paper (if any)
	Authors’ response to editor’s comments

	I recommend that the authors undertake a final round of revisions focusing on:

Strengthening the articulation of the research methodology and clarifying any remaining ambiguities in the empirical approach;

Enhancing the theoretical linkage between cybersecurity risk exposure and corporate reputation, with clearer positioning within the existing literature;

Improving the academic writing quality, particularly in terms of flow, precision, and consistency of terminology;

Refining the discussion and conclusion sections to better reflect the study’s contributions and practical implications.
	The research methodology has strongly been strengthened in line with the editorial team recommendation. The paragraph after the model specification was rejigged to best capture all the ethical considerations.
The theoretical linkage between cybersecurity risk exposure and corporate reputation was well captured and strengthened with clearer positioning within the existing literature. A deep perusal of the theoretical framework will buttress this assertion.

I tried to review the entire work to ensure that there is a sync and free flow of sequence and consistency in terminology.

The discussion of findings and conclusion were fine-tuned to reflect the study’s contribution and implication in line with the editorial team recommendation.
Above all, I appreciate the numerous grey areas pointed out by both the reviewer and the editorial team. Their recommendations matched with implementation invariably have helped to strengthen the work.
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