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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) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

The author shall provide clear methodology with the illustration of appropriate diagram and 
what statistical methods are used to come up with the results in Table 1 and Table 2. 

 

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

 

Suitable  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

The abstract lacks methodology explains. Please to detail out the methodology used from the 
starting until the end of this research. 

 

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

Suggestion to add sub section for Related Works or Literature reviews to scope down on the 
focused area. 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think that this manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be required for this part. 

1. Subsection Suggestion to be summarized under the Conclusion and Future 
Recommendation 

2. Please to group the respondents under demographic profile so that it would be easier 
for analysis 

3. Please to add more scientific references to support your findings 
4. Please to provide details steps (Methodology) followed in this research 
5. Please to specific the performance measurement conducted, eg regression analysis 

determines what in this result. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 
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Not sufficient  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  

 

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