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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 
 

Abstract: Abstract exceeding 250 words.  It is suggested that the abstract be presented 
with a general structure by providing background, methods, results and conclusions with 
method is is shown more clearly. Results should be written with a more concise 
explanation without reducing the completeness of the result information.  

Introduction:  The introduction  is still an extensive literature review , it needs to be 
prepared in a standard paper format  with the use of up-to-date literature sources. 

Conclusion: Briefly summarize the key arguments made in the body, it should not go into 
the detail present ideas and focus on outlining in broad strokes the argument from the 
result. 

Reference: The reference sources used do not show the latest literature as shown by 
almost 78% of journal sources that are more than 10 years from now. Please look for more 
up-to-date literature sources. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

Manuscripts still need to be repaired in a major way to improve the format in research 
paper  
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