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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 
 

 
 

1. INTRODUCTION. 
 Describe why the study is being conducted; 
 Provide the reader with an understanding of how the problem arose and the 

specific context within which the problem is occurring. 
 

2. LITERATURE REVIEW: 
 In sections 2.1 – 2.2, which seem to be your theoretical review, you did not identify 

any theories underpinning your study…what were the predominant theories in the 
articles? 

 Under section 2.3, describe the phenomena being explored in the study while 
discussing the prior research that has been done on the phenomena. 
 

3. METHODOLOGY: 
 You needed to discuss and synthesize the Various Methodologies and Designs 

that have been used in prior empirical research related to the study.  You must use 
authoritative sources to justify the proposed design; 

 Under 3.3. There was no evidence of qualitative analysis approach such as coding 
and theming process, which would have completely described and included in the 
analysis and / or interpretation process. 

  
4. CONCLUSION: 
 Provide a conclusion (s) to summarize the findings, referring back to chapter 1, and 

tying the study together. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 ABSTRACT: 
 Restate clearly your general objective under this section; 
 Under methodology, identify your research design that informs your qualitative 

approach, even though you are doing a critical literature review; 
 In the results section, this being a qualitative study review, why do you have to 

consider results from quantitative studies? 
 Your variables are not clear, i.e. you cannot distinguish between independent and 

dependent variables. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Under chapter 1, I would have expected at least to see the specific objective to inform how 
the review was done in chapter 2. 
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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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 
 
(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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