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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
(Please write few sentences regarding this 
manuscript to justify your answer) 

 
Yes 
- Include conclusion in the abstract. 
- Show statistics in the abstract. 

 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

 
Yes 
Yes 
Bold the Table Titles, left aligned, and Capitalize All of the Major Words. 
NOTE: Use Table and Figure numbers to refer the reader to Tables and Figures. Do not write 
“see the Table above/below” 
For APA 7th edition, limited shading and borders now preferred. (Do not use vertical 
borders to separate data.) 
Write the Titles of Figures below the Figure 
 
Avoid repetition of data. Present data on either a Table, a pie chart, a bar chart, and many 
others at a time. Charts 1 and 2 present the same data. 
 

 

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 

No, it has four keywords 
Discus your study results by relating your findings to the literature stated above in this 
paper. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Ok 
Yes 
Yes 

 

Do you think the manuscript is scientifically 
correct? 
(Please write few sentences regarding this 
manuscript to justify your answer) 
 

1. Ensure that all the lists of references have been cited in the text and vice versa.  
2. Arrange the list of references in alphabetical order. 

Use current references. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestion of additional references, please 
mention in the review form. 
 
 
 

Include conclusions in the abstract  
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Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is language/English quality of the article suitable 
for scholarly communications? 

 

 
Conclusions are not indicated in the abstract 
 
The second part is not a paragraph. Consider joining it to the first part 
- Indicate the research design, location, and the target participants 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

Use APA 7th Edition.  
1. If a work has one author, include the author last name and the year of publication. E.g. Smith 

(2024). or (Smith, 2024). 

2.  If a work has two authors, include the authors last names and the year of publication. E.g. 
Smith and Obeng (2024) or (Smith & Obeng, 2024). 

3.  If a work has more than two authors, only include the last name of the first author followed by 
“et al.” and the year of publication. E.g. Smith et al.  (2024) or (Smith et al., 2024).  

 

4. “Sarah Squire” is not in the reference list. 

5. (Katherine M. Robinson, Katherine D. Arbuthnott, Danica Rose, Michelle C. McCarron, Carin A. 
Globa, Sylvia D. Phonexay) are not in the reference list. 

6. Consider doing the in-text citation again 

7.  
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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