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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? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

1. Yes  
 
2. Yes  
 
3. The manuscript title is correct. The abstract is comprehensive. Minor language editing of the 
abstract and the entire manuscript is also recommended. Some interpretations may make the 
abstract more readable and comprehensive. 

4. The introduction needs improvements. The author(s) should sharpen the study arguments. The 
arguments behind the study should be made clear. The methods section is appropriate. Tables and 
their titles need to be changed. Statistical values should preferably be reported according to 
standard guidelines. More details are needed to understand the tool used in the study. The 
discussion also needs modification. As a general rule, the objectives of the study should be stated 
first, followed by the main lessons learned. They are then interpreted in the light of existing 
theoretical and empirical knowledge. New findings should be highlighted. The interpretation of the 
results needs to be improved. Conclusions and study limitations as well as suggestions for future 
research should be added.  
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

Minor language editing is suggested. 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The study topic is timely, relevant and useful. Study design, methods and presentations are also 
commendable. The study finding may make important contributions to the field of knowledge. The 
manuscript requires minor changes before acceptance. 
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