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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) 
 

 
 
 
 

I strongly recommend publishing this study due to its timeliness. However, the following items 
require changes: 

The New Testament, particularly Jesus' teachings, must be key to addressing Christian church 
growth. The core of the church, according to Jesus, is both divine and human love. In other words, 
the New Testament reduces the ten commandments of the Old Testament to two. As a result, 
church expansion must address both personal and social restoration. Many churches around the 
world are currently forsaking their social duties in order to increase the number of church members. 
If a church cannot serve as light and salt in society, its function is diminished regardless of the 
number of members it has. Taking this into account, this work requires extensive improvement. 
Because the abstract is somewhat lengthy, I recommend compressing it into a more concise 
summary. The conclusion section should also undergo significant rearrangement, and the 
references section should be updated with data starting from 2000. 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
It will be better if  professional English editors choose better words and sentences.  
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