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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 manuscript is good in terms of argument and writing strategies. The introduction contains good idea of 
what the author actually did address in the rest of the manuscript. The conclusion offers closure to the 
manuscript while emphasising the main highlights. The main points are sufficiently developed. 
The data appear appropriate for testing the authors hypothesis. The methods used provide useful 
contribution to the literature. 
The author has clear research questions, use appropriate methods and the data are suitable to provide 
answers to the research questions. This manuscript is appropriate for publication.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Most references are outdated (beyond five years). Though relevant, the literature cited needs to be current, not older 
than 5 years. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The author has excellent mastery of strategies used in research from abstract to conclusion with appropriate flow of 
ideas.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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