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PAR T 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 I congratulate the author on a job well done! The research is very interesting and it is obvious that the researcher devoted 

ample of time and effort. 
I recommend the following revisions: 
1. Remove the first tense from the paper. Words like “we” or “I” or “my”. 
2. There were ample of grammatical errors and punctuation errors. Please make sure to put the period at the end of your 
paragraphs. 
3. Please either add a section called “Research Methodology” or make sure you 
address the following in the “Data Collection” section. I would like to see (a) what is the research methodology you used? (b) 
What is the industry you collected the 
sample from? (c) What is your total sample size? (d) How can you justify that your 
sample was not biased? 
4. Describe and justify how did you collect your data? How did you manage to have 
100% response rate? 
5. In Figure # 2, you discuss about Bandwidth constraint but you never mention 
Security threats even though they are at 90%. 
6.  Please add Limitation of the Study. 
7. In your conclusion you may consider adding: 
(a) What is the value added of your study to the literature 
(b) What is your recommendation and what are the consequences if the industry chose not to apply your recommendations. 
(c) What is your future expansion? I wish you the best of luck! 

 

Minor REVISION comments  
1. Grammatical errors. 
2. Punctuation errors. 
3. Remove first tense. 

 

Optional/General comments  
 

 
 
 
 
PART  2:  
 

 
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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