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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The topic of the research is practical and contemporary 
This paper is presented in a clear streamlined approach and is well referenced. It is written adequately and 
has a very good sequence of presentation of facts with evidence supported by relevant citations.  
The abstract is adequate though needing some editing [see suggestions in the attached edited Manuscript] 
Keywords are fine 
The Introduction and background are appropriate and clear and validated with enough references!!! It creates 
a clear base for the research. though needing some editing [see suggestions in the attached edited 
Manuscript] 
The methodology section is clear and nicely addressed. All technical details are described well following a 
logical flow with ease to follow. 
Results and Discussion are adequate. All facts are validated with references… A fact that supports reliability 
and validity….  
Conclusion is clear  
References are adequate  
Proofreading and editing are needed [see suggestions in the attached edited Manuscript] 
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