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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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The abstract section should clearly state the contribution of 
this research and what research gap it addresses 
The introduction needs to be developed further to clearly 
establish the justification/importance of the new initiative and articulate 
the research problem and objective; these need to be specifically linked to 
the associated issues and problems. 
Coverage of other relevant work is partly provided, 
however there is a lack of comment and critical review of this work - it is 
just a 'matter-of-fact' listing of relevant literature. Including a wider 
critical overview of the most recent literature would significantly 
contribute to the quality of the manuscript and would strengthen its 
academic perspective and scientific foundation. 
Conclusion section should be expanded to highlight the unique 
contributions of the manuscript and limitations of the research 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The manuscript needs further documentation on both, theoretical and literature 
review levels, in order to enhance its contribution to the scientific area.  
Our suggestion is that the manuscript needs extended restructuring in terms of more 
convincing arguments and documentation of the originality and the value of this particular 
research, 
The quality of writing should be improved by improving the grammar. 
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