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Review Form 1.6

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. In the Tile subheading, change the word "In" with "in" and "Of" with "of".
2. In the Abstract subsection
(a) The authors should state the research methodology used explicitly. Please complete it
(b) The author has not described the findings/results of the research conducted. Please add
it.
3. In the Introduction subsection
(a) Authors need to state/mention the purpose of the research in the introduction subsection
after reviewing why the research topic is essential or after reviewing the gap analysis.
Please complete it.
(b) The author must complete a description of the previous related work in the Introduction
subsection and show that this work differs from previous related studies. Please add it.
4. In the Conclusion and Recommendation subsection
(a) Consider changing the subheading: Conclusion and Recommendation with Conclusion.
(b) It is not customary to provide explanations/descriptions of recommendations/suggestions
for further research with lengthy explanations. Reviewers suggest replacing it with short,
concise, clear text sentences. Thank you
5. In the Reference subheading
Reference numbers 1,2,3,5,6,7,17, and 20 should be deleted and replaced with references
from other sources because these references are not suitable (not qualified) to be used as
reference sources in reputable scientific journals.
Notes: Reference sources used in reputable scientific articles are scientific journal articles,
articles on seminar proceedings, and books. While references taken from the internet in the
form of emails, individual works/perceptions, discussion materials, or the like that are not
seminar articles, workshop articles, scientific journal articles, or proceeding articles do not
qualify as references.

Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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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