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Compulsory REVISION comments

1.

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

Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive?
Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide

additional suggestions/comments)

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
Yes, itis.

2. Isthettitle of the article suitable?
Yes, itis

3. Isthe abstract of the article comprehensive?
No, it is not. The abstract section should clearly state the contribution of this research and what
research gap it addresses. It should bring in more details about methodology used. Include
population and sampling, and data analysis approach. You should Use precise, clear,
descriptive language in abstract.

4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate?
Yes, they are.
Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct?
The introduction would benefit from a succinct description of what the manuscript is about and
a stronger emphasis on the problem addressed by the research. Importance of the research
needs also to be more clearly stated, in more depth and perhaps including here an example. In
discussion section, you should integrate the literature with the finding to provide a coherent
argument in favor of the proposed research provided.

5. Arethe references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of additional
references, please mention in the review form.
Try to include some latest journal article references published from 2019-2023 in the specific
areas to improve the relevance and currency of the research. Extended literature review would
help you also with addressing the issue of contribution of the manuscript.

Minor REVISION comments Yes, itis
1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?
Optional/General comments
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