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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 
 

ABSTRACT: About 250 words, contains phenomena, problems, research questions, methodology, 
objectives, and novelty results. 

INTRODUCTION: Contains phenomena, problems, research questions, objectives, and prior research to 
prove the research novelty. 

RELATED WORKS: Should be replaced with the relevant THEORETICAL REVIEW to find research 
indicators used to answer research questions. 

METHODOLOGY: Describes the steps used in the research. 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION: Good enough, but need to follow methodological steps to be systematic. 
CONCLUSION: Brief, straight to the conclusion that answers the research question and follows the title. 
REFERENCES: The writing of citations and references must consistently use the applicable standards 

following the journal template, and only citations used are included in the references. It is 
recommended to use the “Mendeley” software or the “references: citations & bibliography” 
facility in the Ms Word software. 
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Serious Major revision   
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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