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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
With the Results and Discussion section, no part of the result is discussed. It is essential 
that the results are discussed with respect to the objectives of this research and 
comparison with findings from other similar research studies. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Topics and sub-headings of sections and Tables should be as short as possible 
In the presentation of the results, the Table should come after the written presentation and 
the table be.referred to in the text e.g. (See Table X) 
It suffices to quote only the Means of the data obtained when the result is presented in the 
text without the S.D. The details can always be obtained in the Table. 
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It is conventional to cite authority in the report of studies using numeral e.g. [1]. References 
is subsequently compiled in ascending order. 
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