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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 
 

 
Why the first 8 pages are landscape, while the rest are portrait? Landscape is not 
necessary for what is presented in those pages. 
A lot of unnecessary spaces in the text, all over the paper. Please eliminate them. 
“Methodology” chapter is short and mixed with results, in some places. After nine, 
please use figures, like 306 names, 153 respondents, 50% etc.    
In “Results and Discussions”, tables aren’t well presented, sometimes it’s hard to 
tell that there even is a table, not some data in a row. Correct this. Also write 
something before each table – Table 1 opens the “Results” part, without knowing 
what it represents. Check this issue in the entire paper. 
“References” – to be checked entirely! For example, Adeyefa doesn’t have year, title 
etc., it’s just the name. In the text it’s mentioned. 
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