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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 
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6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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This review article entitled “The Challenges and Prospects of E-learning in Bangladesh- A 
Review” 

 
1. This paper is important for the current demand for e-learning and its future prospects.  
2. In the title, need to specify the area of research (for example, school or university, or 

professional education). If you focus on the general then you have to 
categorize/differentiate the different levels of learning in the main text.  

3. Appropriately titled the manuscript 
4. Abstract section is well described.  
5. All subsections are appropriately titled  
6. This manuscript is scientifically correct. 
7. Most of the references are before 2017. Need to update with recent 5 years references. 

COMPULSORY TO UPDATE ALL THE REFERENCES.  
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