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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. Is thetitle 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?

1- There are no major demerits that can be a serious weakness of the study. The whole study is
somewhat balanced and the candidate has generally met the objective of the research.

2- YES

3- The abstract generally reflects the purpose, methods, key results and significant of the study.
However, the author needs to decrease the number of word in the abstract. besides, There is lack
of preciseness in terms of spelling out introduction or background of the study (central focus on
what bases?), specific methods and the finding of the study.

4- yes but. Need to added some recent study in literature review section.

6. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 5. yes
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 6- yes
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly yes

communications?
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The whole manuscript has been properly proof-read. Good sentence structures. However there are
several other issues such as Some references are not stated, Some paragraphs are too long, And
literature review section so little.
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