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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. 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. Yes it is but the English language and style should be highly revised. 
 

2. Title is ok 
 

3. The abstract of the manuscript is not written well. Thus, I suggest the complete 
rewrite of abstract that should be within the word count limit according to the journal 
guideline. And also, what I observed from the abstract, it is not well summarized. So, 
abstract should be written within word count limit and in a well summarized manner. 
For the reference authors can consult the recent paper published in the journal 

 
4. The structure of the paper makes it difficult for readers to follow. Kindly consider 

changing or improving it before resubmission. 
 

5. English language and style should be highly revised. •The theoretical background is 
very relevant for the manuscript development. However, at now, it is quite redundant. 
 

6. References that you might find interesting: 
 

https://doi.org/10.35784/pe.2020.2.18 

https://doi.org/10.3390/pr8091064 

https://doi.org/10.35784/pe.2022.1.04 

The results under Results and analysis should be discussed more. 
The findings in the study should be discussed more and supported with previous empirical 
studies and theories. 
The paragraphs in the conclusion and policy implications were also congested please adjust 
this. 
The study should articulate the limitations under recommendation section. 
The references should be in line with the journal requirement. 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
The English language and structure of the paper need to copy edited by someone who is good at 
English. The paper also needs editing for language and grammar. Suggest using an independent 
source to help with this. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper has used outdated references to theoretically support the arguments. Recent papers 
published in this area should be cited. The references can be updated and expanded. There are 
some recent ones that should be discussed in the review text. Also there are some related reviews 
that can be cited. 
The paper lacks a good literature review; I suggest that authors should add a separate part of 
literature review which clearly explain existing the method. 
Author has ignored the implication part in the paper, so I suggest that author should add a separate 
part of implication from this study.  
 
Overall paper is well written and I suggest its acceptance after major review. 
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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) 
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