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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable?
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1. This manuscript does not meet the scientific criteria, and thus, is not important for the

scientific community

2. 0K

3. An abstract is not an introduction. It is a short summary of the entire research paper

which highlights key content areas (including methods of research), research purpose, the

relevance or importance of the work, and the main outcomes. Please improve the abstract of
the article.

4. This manuscript does not reach the level of a scientific article and needs to be improved

to be considered for the journal

5. This manuscript is not a scientific article, but rather an assignment given to students to

complete grading requirements. Does not meet the minimum criteria of a scientific article.

6. Only 4 references are referred to in this manuscript. inadequate for a scientific article

7. There are many grammatical errors here and there throughout the manuscript.

8. Spelling mistakes should be avoided.

9. Arethere decimal points for the number of students (Table 1)?

10. Many words for example 'practical and affordable’ are used repeatedly in a sub-segment
which makes reading not enjoyable. Sub-section 2.1 should be improved further.

11. The author needs to know the objective(s) of his writing and state it clearly. Refer to the
article(s) in the related field and see how: writing style, citations, discussion of findings
of previous studies, support statements and findings, discussion etc.

12. Proofread the manuscript
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