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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. 
 

  

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

 

  

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. 

 

  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 
appropriate? 

  

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. 
 

  

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
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Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 
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Reviewer comments 
 

1. Topic – the topic is relevant and more specific without any ambiguity  

2. Variables – the independent and dependent variables were clearly defined and specified 

3. Contextualization of the study – the paper was clearly put in proper context 

4. Scope of study – very specific and well defined 

5. Structure of presentation – followed appropriate format and structure 

6. Methodology – well defined and explained 

7. Research design – appropriate research design used 

8. Data sources – well defined and verifiable 

9. Data collection instrument – well defined and processes adequately explained 

10. Variables definition – the variables were operationally defined and appropriate units of 
measurement used 

11. Data analysis model – appropriate data analysis model/tools used and were best fit 

12. Regression model used – panel data appropriate and well suited for the study 

13. Hypothesis testing models – appropriated models used 

14. Validity of the models – appropriate tests were conducted 

15. Findings – more specific and verifiable 

16. Policy implications – well identified and articulated 

17. Recommendations – appropriate recommendations given 

18. Contribution of the study – well articulated 

19. Limitations of the study – NOT INDICATED 

20. References – sizable number of references cited in the work were not listed in the references 

 
Comments 
The paper is good and fit for purpose 
The Author(s) must update the references to incorporate all works cited in the study in the references 
The Author(s) must indicate any limitations of the study to situate the entire work properly 
 
Recommendation 
I recommend the paper for publication subject to the above comments mentioned 
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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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