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 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 
 

  

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Thank you for giving me the chance to examine this interesting article. The following must 
be improved: 

 ABSTRACT: It needs to be restructured. The Author should provide a short and 
clear summary of the purpose, research design, findings, and conclusion (one or 
two sentences each). 

  

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The following can be re-examined: 

 INTRODUCTION: Why is this a research gap? Can you please clarify considering 
similar research? Also, add a paragraph at the end with the steps followed in 
writing the paper (present the sections). 

 METHODOLOGY: It would make the article richer if it would further explain the 
methodology. How has the Author arrived at the specific method? Is there any 
other similar research on the topic? 

 ARTICLE’S LANGUAGE: The Author is not a native speaker. Extensive language 
editing is required. Checking the text with one of the software for polishing the 
writing would help. Otherwise, consulting a professional proofreader is an option. 
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