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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 
 

 
This is an excellent manuscript and one whose ideas need to be disseminated. I 
reviewed the manuscript for accuracy, clarity, and readability, and left suggestions and 
queries for further improvement and refining.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
In my first reading of the document, I focused on correcting minor errors such as 
problems with grammar and spelling, typographical errors, and ensuring that the 
spellings and usage conformed to academic language. My second reading was the 
heaviest review stage. At this point, I focused on sentence structure, clarity of 
expression, and improving the style and flow of the writing by reducing wordiness. I 
used the comment tool to suggest further changes where I was unsure of the intended 
meaning or felt a sentence or passage needed to be moved or replaced; I have also 
included comments to explain why specific changes were made.  
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Finally, I reviewed the structure of the paper and the arguments, making suggestions 
for further changes where I felt something could be better placed elsewhere or where I 
felt more (or less) detail was needed.  
 
 
After my comments have been addressed and my recommendations accepted, I 
recommend the manuscript be accepted for publication. 
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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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