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 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. The abstract is not well written. It should be more concise and should follow particular elements like: 
main issue, objective, methods, results, implications of results.  

2. Compare and discuss your findings with more empirical studies. Improve your result discussion part, 
it is very important section.  

3. Methodology part is very weak kindly revise it. 

4. Results: Literature review could be extended. Provide more comments on results. Are the results 
confirmed by expectations? Add more related literature.  

5. The conclusions should be extended. Focus on policy implications of the results. Provide more 
limitations of the study and more future directions of research. 
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Grammatical errors   

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
It is better to check the grammar with grammarly software or experts.  
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