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 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 author should recast the abstract as indicated. He/she should give a robust 
introduction by defining the keywords and explaining the concepts of the keywords. The 
author should also introduce the topic clearly. Author should state the problem of the study,  
The Methodology of the research should be precise, adequate and to be logically arranged 
as commented in the manuscript revised.  
No Discussion of Findings. Author should discuss the findings of the results obtained. 
The Conclusion is not well written. Author did not state or indicate the result obtained from 
the main topic. Author should make recommendations based on the findings obtained from 
the results. 
Author should verify and make sure that all the references cited in the text should reflect in 
the reference list. Author should also abide with APA referencing style. 
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The author should go through the corrections and effect.  
Author should be adequate and logical in his/she presentation of results. 
Author should revisit his/her research work carefully and to abide by all research 
guidelines. 
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