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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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 
 

 
The topic of the research is practical and contemporary 
 
Abstract is good, it represents the paper in its parts.  
 
Introduction and background are very brief though appropriate clear and streamlined. 
However, anywhere the authors refer to other authors or other research, examples must be 
provided and give citations…These must be reported in the list of references [marked in 
RED and to avoid unethical use of Inflation of citations] 
 
Methodology representation is clear. [Many suggestions are added as shown in the 
attached Corrected Manuscript]. Suggested modification of the definition of variables style 
is recommended {see changes] 
Data analysis part is suggested with content for clarity of the next parts of the Results… 
 
Results section is clear, though structural changes are suggested for easier reading.  
 
Discussion is adequate, clear and streamlined. However, this section during the discussion 
of results must be validated with reported literature…..[Many suggestions are added as 
shown in the attached Corrected Manuscript]. 
 
Conclusion & recommendations are adequate. However, Validate with reported literature 
 

Major problem here. Almost all references are not used in the text [Marked in RED] leading to 

Unethical Inflation of References…. Must add all citations to the list!!![Marked within the text in 

RED as well] 

 
Proofreading is needed 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
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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) 
 
Yes, Inflation of Citations & References, since Citations are intext but not 
reported in the list of references!!! And references marked in RED must be 
removed or added to the text. When done, this is resolved! 
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