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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 
 

Interesting study, but the researcher should clearly tease out the study’s problem predicated 
on previous empirical studies to identify what new knowledge it hopes to contribute.  
 
As it is, the introduction lacks a clear statement of problem and only states identified 
problems as elucidated by other scholars without a methodical discussion that arrives at a 
gap from previous studies on which the objectives of the study should be based.    
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. The researcher did state that this was a sequential explanatory research but did not state 
how the quantitative aspect of the study's data was collected and analysed. Also, stating the 
time frames for the quantitative data collection and then the qualitative data collection will 
add more value to the reporting. As it is, it is hard to note how the qualitative data collected 
aids in further explaining and evaluating the results from the quantitative data collected in 
keeping with the principle of sequential explanatory research method.  

2. An inclusion of the study’s significance in the conclusion by way of stating the implication of 
the study for waste management authority, for example, will highlight the value of the 
findings. 

3. Revise the reference section by following the APA referencing style. The title capitalisation 
and internet article references in particular require editing. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

A few edits have been noted as side comments in the article for the researcher’s attention and guide 
for revision. 
 
Overall, I commend the written communication as it barely had typographical errors.  
 

 

 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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