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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 topic is good but the narrative is too shallow.  
The author needs to do alot of explanations on thr previous modes of subject 
ranking andbwhat other researchers have found out about their applicability. Then 
the same should be done about the triangular method.  
The new aspect of this method clearly being brought out as compared to the existing 
literature.  
The problem about other methods should be stated, justifying the chosen method. 
The author should explain the problem with the current subject allocations done by 
education institutions. 
The study should include the empirical literature, limitations and discussion of the 
study. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The methodology should clearly explain the triangular method, how it was used and explain 
the findings per triangular step. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The author could consider other objectives from the topic, in order to improve the study.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
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