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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. 
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needs validation of important findings with cited literature. 
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manuscript] 
 
Results are clear, concise and adequate to match the objective of the 
research. 
 
Conclusion and recommendations are adequate 
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