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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 
The abstract is adequate, it represents the paper in its parts.  
Introduction and background are appropriately clear and streamlined. Used relevant references and updated 
to support the subject. However, there are referencing  
The methodology representation is clear. Includes the models proposed and does clearly explain the work 
intended. More suggestions are recommended especially reference problems [see attached corrected 
Manuscript]. Also, it is needed to add a paragraph about the questionnaire design. 
Results are clearly represented in Tables and are sufficient to support the discussion.  
The discussion is adequate, clear, and streamlined. However, it needs to be validated with relevant citations. 
However, this section needs attention to proofreading and editing [Many suggestions are added as shown in 
the attached Corrected Manuscript].  
The conclusion is clear.  
Recommendations reported are fine 
Are there any limitations to the research??? 
Needs a serious review of the write up of references for consistency and to match the Journal’s requirements 
Proofreading is needed 
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