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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
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Compulsory REVISION comments

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

2. lIs thettitle 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)

The Manuscript is important for scientific community since it develops a topic of discussion
among numerous professional especially the advertent between traditional Vs the recent
advancement in technology.

The title is suitable for the article.

The abstract of the article is comprehensive.

The structure and subsections of the manuscript need to rechecked and organized well, especially
the presentation of methodology (the criteria).

The manuscript is scientifically correct.

The references are sufficient and recent.

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Some modification needs to be done especially the grammatical and sentence structure to present
the idea. The comment and changes have been made and added to the manuscript. Also, few of
the figures need some explanation. The presentation on methodology especially the exclusion and
inclusion need to addressed well.

Optional/General comments

Overall, the idea on defending the benefits of CTU over IVU has been presented well with good
statistical report and data. Changes that need to be done has been commented.
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