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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] I have made supporting compulsory corrections for the authors to reflect upon and if they are happy to 
incorporate the changes to provide good standard of English to lift the article to publishable standards then 
the article which is a good one in my opinion can be published with the changes or the authors should make 
changes in the yellow and red coloured areas which I would suggest the editorial board of the journal should 
share with the authors. 
[2] The editorial board and the authors should ensure that the referencing style that was used in the article is 
what the journal wants. 
[3] CONFLICT OF INTEREST – the authors should include their conflict-of-interest statement after references  
[4] Acknowledgements – The authors should acknowledge those who helped and supported them in their 
study and write up. 
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See above  
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Well done with your study 
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