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manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is 
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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

The introduction must clearly present the context and objective of the study carried out. It should contain a 
history of the problem, the methods of solution and the theories used in general to solve the problem. It 
should show the research guiding questions. These questions should highlight the link between the 
research and the others that preceded it. Questions should clearly show the research's relationship to 
your field of study. 
 
The theoretical frameworks used must be richly described in order to guide the reasoning throughout the 
work. It must justify the nature and content of the hypotheses, the methods used to analyze the data, as 
well as the instruments for gathering facts and data. 
 
The Methodology must contain a section qualifying the type of research in terms of the methods and 
means used. It must describe, justifying, qualifying and quantifying the sample, population and research 
universe. It should bring: a) a step-by-step description of how the research was conducted. A detailed 
description of the research instruments; b) a detailed description of the data analysis method; c) a detailed 
review of the hypotheses and key questions that test them, relating them to research instruments and 
data analysis methods. Whenever possible, analyzing consequences of results; d) an analysis of the 
advantages, disadvantages and limitations of the methodology, as well as ways to circumvent these 
limitations that were employed by the author. 
 
The results obtained must be relevant. Emphasis must be given to the contribution made by the work to 
society, to theory, to technique, to the university in which it was carried out and to the research group in 
which it belongs. 
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(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Pedro Vieira Souza Santos 

Department, University & Country Brazil 

 
 
 


