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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

Yes, but the researcher/s should be explicit in the paper the importance of the investigation. This
must be established in the abstract and introduction.

The title is sound.

The abstract may be revised to make it more comprehensive. This sequence may be adopted:
rationale/gap, objectives, methodology, salient results and conclusion then recommendations for
future researchers in the field. The last sentence is quite incomplete it thought (furthermore,
compared to all other treatments) and therefore it is vague.

The methodology may still be improved to include granular details. Expound on this part. Avoid one
or two sentences paragraph.

The manuscript requires more detailed information particularly in the methodology, results and
discussion, and conclusion.

Beef up literature review. Consider only studies over the last five years.

Minor REVISION comments

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

Yes, but there were issues on punctuations and capitalizations (i.e., abstract, second sentence),
Revisit the entire manuscript. Have this proofread by a grammarian and subject for stylistics and
editing.
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