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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

Compulsory REVISION comments

Dear Editor

The following actions should

be performed by the authors:

The manuscript abstract is
ambiguous.

Introduction is very weak, it needs to
be strengthened. Writing errors need
to be identified and corrected
throughout the article.

The theoretical framework

lacks a valid primary

source.

The difference between methodology
and method

should be understood by the author
or authors and its type should be
specified in the article.

The structure and framework of the
article (formatting) should be in
accordance with the instructions of
our magazine.

The review of the research literature is
poor and does

not explain the relationship between
the subject of the study and the
studies conducted.

Structural equations are

discussed in the research

methadalaoav bhiit no ahvinis

The following actions should be performed by the authors: The manuscript
abstract is ambiguous.

Introduction is very weak, it needs to be strengthened.

Writing errors need to be identified and corrected throughout the article. The
theoretical framework lacks a valid primary source.

The difference between methodology and method should be understood by
the author or authors and its type should be specified in the article.

The structure and framework of the article (formatting) should be in
accordance with the instructions of our magazine.

The review of the research literature is poor and does not explain

the relationship between the subject of the study and the studies conducted.
Structural equations are discussed in the research methodology, but
no obvious use is made in the article.

Conclusions and discussions are not enough to innovate and become
operational.
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