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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 
 

 
1. Too many objectives but the analysis does not give a clear explanation or discussion related 

to the objectives.  
2. The methodology is not legible. It does not show the procedures involved in this research. 
3. The 5 objectives were covered in two brief paragraphs of discussion which does not carry 

much clarity on the results too. 
4. Too many grammatical errors impede the clarity and flow of the paper.  

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The paper does not adhere to the APA format.  
 
On page 2, it shows: 
 

- (Pont and Nusche, 2011, p. 15).   
 

- (p.12). 
 

 but there are no open or close inverted commas to show the direct quotes.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper seems very superficial and needs a lot of in-depth thought before it is published.  
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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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