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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

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

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 No Keywords  
 General comments 

 Use Times Roman with font 12 and  
 Spacing between sentences 1.5 
 Use 14 fonts for titles and sub-titles 
 No indentation between paragraphs, use spacing 

 Introduction or background is enough to write article no need of writing literature 
review  

 
 

 Keywords are added 

 Font size and Title size has been updated 

 Literature Review is an integral part of any article developing 
research gap and hypothesis. Thus, can’t drop the literature review. 

 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 In discussion part also the author discussed in fantastic way 

 By using tables 

 By using diagrams, that is absolutely fantastic 
 

 
 
Thanks for the appreciation. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 In methodology part as far as my knowledge is concerned it have to include the 

following 

 Research design  

 Instruments of data collection  

 Method of data analysis (Qualitative, Quantitative or both), though 
mentioned (statistical tools) 

 The author is Very good in showing us, the sources of Data 
 And also, materials for research are there, that is good 
 The finding of the research is good , author showed it by Table and diagram 

Excellent 
 

 
 
Thanks for the appreciation again.  
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