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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- The abstract of the article should be rewritten in standard format. 
2- Add more relevant words to the keywords section. 
3- Many contents in the introduction lack references. Reference must be provided. 
4- In the research method section, there is no information that specifies the research 
method. The research method should be written in this section. 
5- More explanations should be added to the research findings section in order to 
make the issue clearer. 
6- Table and Figure numbers should be mentioned in the text of the article. 
7- For the statistical analysis of the data, only "percentage" was used, which is very 
simple. 
8- There are many sources in the references section, but they are not used in the text 
of the article. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1- The background review section should be shorter and the same format should be used 
for all cases. 
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