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 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. 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. 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

1. The manuscript should be more accurate. Sometimes, it can be general.  
 
2. It is 
 
3. It isn‟t. The abstract should be more accurate in terms of the objective, procedures to analyse data, 
instruments and main results.  
 
4. It is.  
 
5. The manuscript needs serious adjustments. Please, check the comments suggested in the paper. 
 
6. The references are not good enough to support the study.  
 
 
In the document attached with this format, I kindly suggested some comments to take into consideration 
in order to improve the paper. Feel free to add them or reject them. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
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Please, check out some biased comments such as “Women are home maker” and generalizations with 
no theoretical or fundamental basis, along the paper.   
 

 

 
PART  2:  
 

 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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 

https://www.journalsajsse.com/index.php/SAJSSE/editorial-policy
https://www.google.com/search?rlz=1C1GCEU_esCO821CO821&sxsrf=AB5stBjI5gda5Vih9oJ0pV90CoWLEwmheA:1688498107308&q=adjustments&spell=1&sa=X&ved=2ahUKEwjAho_P4fX_AhW2m2oFHd7oBdEQkeECKAB6BAgJEAE


 

Review Form 1.7 

Created by: DR               Checked by: PM                                           Approved by: MBM     Version: 1.7 (15-12-2022)  

Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: William Ricardo Ortiz Garcia 

Department, University & Country Universidad Distrital Francisco José Caldas, Colombia 

 


