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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 
 

Despite the subject being interesting and deserves analysis scientifical, the paper has serious flaws that 
prohibit its acceptance. The manuscript in its current form is not ready for publication. Much quality assurance 
check in the introduction is needed to check the coherence and the order of the content. The use of topic 
sentences for each paper is quite helpful to improve the coherence of the article, and the paper does not 
have a correct order. It is also necessary for a significant English language grammar correction. 
The technical quality is low. There is no in-depth literature review about the paper subject related to previous 
studies. Also, there is no methodology. The paper has only two figures. Moreover, the authors did not discuss 
the subject/results. The conclusion, at least, should contain the following items: 
1. Contribution to the body of knowledge, 
2. Contribution of the study to the practice, 
3. Limitation of the research, 
4. Possible implications, 
5. Further studies recommendations. 
The paper must be improved to reach the scientific merit as a journal paper requires. In this way, the paper is 
not can be accepted for publication. 
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