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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. The title used two word “Research on” and “Evaluating” obscuring the meaning. One that best fits 
the study should be selected and used. 

2. The author requires significant work to be done on this manuscript. The type of paper being written is 
not clear, there is a need for this to be well spelt out and showcased in the body of the paper and also 
in the abstract. 

3. The journal’s guideline in terms of abstract is not followed. The guide reiterates that the abstract 
should include the aim of the paper, place and duration of the study, research methodology, results 
and conclusion. All these have not been included except for a few mentions that can be made robust. 

4. The body also seems to just explain definitions and not what the researcher had done. The researcher 
has to tell the readers what he did if the paper is truly a research paper.  

5. Is the paper a Research paper, a review, or a conceptual paper? Knowing this will guide the 
understanding of what the author is writing about. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

6. It is notable that the author engaged good language in his writing and seems professional. However, there is 
a need to include in-text citations where applicable. For example, the mention of the Pythagorean Theorem 
text must be appropriately cited when the name of where its publishers were stated. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

7. To guide the submission to remain focused and true to the topic, major work is required.  
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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) 
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