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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 
 

 
Some effort has been expended to obtain the data used in this paper and it is a pity 
to see it being wasted with very rudimentary statistical analysis. Something more 
advanced than simple percentages is required. The author is recommended to 
discover some more advanced techniques such as regression, ANOVA or some 
other hypothesis testing approach.  
 
Second, the author should reconsider the literature review so that it leads to the 
discovery of some gaps in knowledge that the current research can consider. 
Preferably, the research questions can then be presented in the form of testable 
hypotheses. Subsequently, a discussion section can be added which considers the 
claim for contribution to academic knowledge, which will be based on the testable 
hypotheses. 
 
The methodology section should be more detailed, especially with respect to the 
development and testing of the questionnaire. The sample achieved should be 
compared with the population overall. 
 
The research limitations should be acknowledged. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 
 

http://sciencedomain.org/journal/39
http://www.sciencedomain.org/page.php?id=sdi-general-editorial-policy#Peer-Review-Guideline


 

 

SDI Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
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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