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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and 
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his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
1. Abstract 
2. Introduction 
3. Literature Review 
4. Methodology 
5. Analysis and Discussion of findings 
6. Conclusion 
7. References 

 
1. The abstract is not logically presented by the author. Abstract must 

capture the objective of the study, methodology, main findings, main 
conclusion and implication, and recommendation. 

2. The introduction must be revised to capture the background 
information, problem and questions, brief review of related studies, 
motivation and marginal contributions, objectives and significance of 
the study. 

3. The author failed to present a comprehensive review of related literature. 
4. The methods adopted by the author is not clearly justified based on 

theory and practice. The ratios used need to be justified by the author. 
Also, author need to present the sampling technique and justify the 
basis for selecting the sample used. 

5. The analysis is too simple and the implications of the findings are not 
clearly stated. 

6. Author should present the main findings, their theoretical and practical 
implications and recommendations, all in the conclusion part. 

7. Author captured only two references in the list. For a research paper, 
this is not rationale. Author need to review more literature and cite as 
many studies as possible to make the study rich and complete.  
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Author should read carefully and correct some grammatical errors  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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