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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

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. Are the 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. Author tries to identify the problem of foreign student higher 
studies  at Asian countries. 
 
 
yes 
 
  
 
 
No mathematical or statistical model for comparison on existing 
studies 
 
  
 
 
 
More contribution on proof is required. 
 
 
 
 
More recent journal citation is required 

 
 
Agreed. 
 
 
Agreed. However, the research title was enhanced by incorporating the term 
"administrative" to lend it greater significance. 
 
Assisted by a statistician, the data underwent revision, and subsequently, a 
comprehensive multivariate analysis was conducted. A detailed discussion of 
these analytical findings was also provided.  
 
The inclusions and discussion of the conceptual framework played a 
foundational role in justifying the rationale behind conducting this study. 
 
More citations were incorporated into the discussion, with a specific focus on 
the conceptual framework and the discourse surrounding the multivariate 
analysis. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

 
 
Average. Modification is required 
 
 

Agreed. Additionally, it is important to mention that I employed Grammarly to 
review the grammar throughout the entire paper. 

Optional/General comments 
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