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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 
 

The theme of work is very important in today's society. 
The abstract is well written and presents the research content. Check the last 
sentence. 
In the conclusion, one should return to the objectives and explain how they were 
achieved. 
Some statements are made without citing the documentary source. 
There are many repeated phrases. 
Review the Bibliographic References. 
Check grammar and punctuation. 
Standardize text formatting. 
The text should be proofread to correct grammatical and punctuation problems. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The text must be written impersonally (I and MY pronouns were used). 
The acronym must be used after the first citation in full. (FGD and others). 
There are words, like mannleandinglead (p. 12),  that I don't know. Check the spelling. 
Review the text. There are several meaningless sentences. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The topic of work is very important in the contemporary society. The author must be 
persistent in his investigation. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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