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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

The topic of the research is practical and contemporary
Abstract is adequate, needs some proofreading

Introduction and background are brief, though clear. Needs to elaborate and
add more relevant citations. However, State the objective of this research...
State how is this paper divided!!!

Methodology is adequate. Suggestions were made to add more clarity.
See suggestions

Discussion is adequate but needs editing and proofreading. In addition,
needs validation of important findings with cited literature.
Proofreading is needed. See suggestions [see details in corrected
manuscript]

Results are clear, concise and adequate to match the objective of the
research.

Conclusion and recommendations are adequate

Must review carefully the references for consistency... and add suggested
references as shown in the text!!!

Proofreading is needed

Modified as suggestion

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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