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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 The abstract section should clearly state the contribution of this research and what research gap it addresses. 
It should bring in more details about methodology used. Include population and sampling, and data analysis 
approach 

 The introduction needs to be developed further to clearly establish the justification/importance of the new 
initiative; these need to be specifically linked to the associated issues and problems. The introduction would 
benefit from a succinct description of what the manuscript is about and a stronger emphasis on the problem 
addressed by the research. Importance of the research needs also to be more clearly stated, in more depth 
and perhaps including here an example 

 Coverage of other relevant work is partly provided, however there is a lack of comment and critical review of 
this work. Including a wider critical overview of the most recent literature would significantly contribute to the 
quality of the manuscript and would strengthen its academic perspective and scientific foundation. Much more 
critical analysis needs to be undertaken of the relevant literature and key points/issues identified which will 
underpin the rest of the manuscript. Try to include some latest journal article references published from 2019-
2022 in the specific areas to improve the relevance and currency of the research 

 The discussion section should effectively integrate the literature with the finding to provide a coherent 
argument in favor of the proposed research provided. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The manuscript needs further documentation on both, theoretical and literature 
review levels in order to enhance its contribution to the relevant 
scientific area. Our suggestion is that the manuscript needs extended restructuring in terms of more convincing 
arguments and documentation of the originality and the value of this particular research. A coherent presentation 
and interpretation of the findings and provide an argument that supports the significance of the research in 
comparison to what is already known about this research problem. 
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