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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. There are too many grammatical errors in this paper. Some modifications are suggested in the attached file. 

So The English language of the manuscript must be edited by a native English language speaker (many 
grammars and structure of sentence mistakes must be improved). 

2. The title of the research should be revised so that it does not contain abbreviations 

3. The conclusion is too short, the conclusion must highlight how the findings address the research problem. 

4. The purpose of the research and the research methodology must be clarified and explained in detail. 

5. Previous review should be expanded 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The conclusion is too short, the conclusion must highlight how the findings address the research problem.  
2. Please review the overall format of the search such as the title of Table No. 1 and so on.. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
So, my overall comment is that the paper should be revised and resubmitted for consideration of publication. 

 

 
 
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 yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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