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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 
 

1.  Not followed the style of the magazine (body of the research and references). 

2. The references in the must be unified by numbers only, without mixing. 

2. In the body of the research (introduction) the first reference must be have number 1 and 
followed his number by another number 2 etc. 

3. In the list of references , it should take the correct order depending on the number of the 
text in the body of research and in the order 1.2.3.4.5.... 

3. In your research, you must unite either and or & . 

4. In Lemma, F. & Fekadu, B, (2005a) source. Why letter a (You follow the numeric) also 
Michael, T., Ehlers, A. & Halligan ,S. L. (2005a) . 

5.need proofreading in some sentence 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

-Re-organize the research according to the journal template and organize the references in 
the text and in the list of references. 
- Support research by modern new references. 
- Create a scholarly discussion. 
- Watch out for grammatical errors. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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