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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
The topic of the research is practical and contemporary 
 
Need to readjust all your references to match the Journal style…. Instead of citations with 
last names and date use numbers… The ref list is reported by numbers as they appear first 
in the paper [see suggestions n corrected manuscript] 
 
Abstract is good, it represents the paper as a whole 
 
Introduction and background is appropriate, clear, streamlined, and supported with relevant 
citations. Needs some proofreading [see suggestions in corrected manuscript] 
 
Literature review is good, clear, streamlined, and supported with relevant citations. Needs 
some proofreading [see suggestions in corrected manuscript] 
 
Methodology is clear and the design details are clear as well supported with relevant design 
parts. Watch for consistency in font size of main titles 
 
Results are very well represented in Tables and Figures and relevant to the discussion 
 
Discussion is appropriately structured and organized, clear and streamlined. 
The interpretations are adequate and serve the objectives of the research. 
 
Conclusion and recommendations are adequate. 
 
The reference section needs special attention as stated above. REDO all based on [1], 
[2],…. In order of appearance in the text… 
Review write up of references carefully for consistency 
 
Proofreading is needed 
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