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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 abstract must be worked on: 
- “In total, 500 participants who were at Arts and Science Universities in Myanmar 

have in the study”  
This sentence seems incomplete. Reframe it, please. 
-“The finding revels …”  It may be reveals. Refer to the manuscript. 

           Also, how will you classify articles and conference proceedings that are automatically 
indexed in Google Scholar? In other words, apart from researchers opting to use Google 
Scholar, some journals and international conferences are indexed in Google Scholar as a 
database. The authors are therefore advised to be self-explanatory regarding the use of the 
Google Scholar. 

2. Introduction  
The first part of the introduction seems like an opinion paper. The author is kindly 
requested to rewrite it and cite some current literature to stress his/her assertion. 
Also, refer to the manuscript and correct some errors that I have indicated.  

3. Literature review 
- Give the source of the first sentence. 
- Stick to a particular referencing style. 
- “There were many types of research on social networks which use especially for 

academic propose” Kindly reframe this sentence. 
4. Research methodology 

- Refer to the manuscript for my comment. 
5. The research questions must be well constructed. Please refer to the manuscript. 
6. Results/findings 

- Associate or Associated Professors? Kindly check and correct it. 
- Scholars/researchers may not choose to use the Google Scholar, but Google 

Scholar may be a database where articles are indexed. 
Kindly explain how the researchers use the Google Scholar.  

- Refer to the manuscript for some corrections. 
7. Discussion 

- Please refer to the manuscript for some comments.  
8. Conclusion 

- Give the summary of the study/findings and correct some errors that I have 
indicated in the manuscript.  

9. References 
- The works cited are good and current, but the author(s) must cite at least 30 

references.  
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
Kindly correct some errors that I have indicated in the manuscript. 
For examples: 
Finding must follow a singular verb while findings must follow a plural verb.  
The finding has…  
The finding shows… 
The findings show… 
The findings have… 
Please refer to the manuscript for some corrections. 
Some sentences have not been well constructed.  
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The study is original but needs major revisions before it can be published.  
 
 

 

 
 
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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