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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. The abstract should be concise enough for the reader to understand the full idea of 

the manuscript. 
2. A literature survey includes an introductory section that will demonstrate the 

writers' comprehensive understanding of the topic. 
3. Check the typo error in this sentence “ Z  is the random variable representing the 

total number of “yeses” reported by the  n  respondents.”  

4. A is not mentioned    

5. methodology should describe the suggested approach. 
6. Case study explanations and the tools utilised for the study should be included in 

the result analysis. 
7. In order to emphasise the study, the conclusion section must thoroughly 

summarise the manuscript.  
8. Several references should be included. 
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