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Review Form 1.6

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
Introduction part

v" The study should indicate the rational and research gaps as well as specific

objectives

v/ Should indicate the hypothesis or research questions
Methods part

v" Methods are not clear

v' Sample size determination methods are not indicated

v Data collecting instruments were not indicated

v' Software for ANOVA were not indicated

Results and discussion part
Result and discussion should be written

1. in past tense form

2. First you should write the findings/ results of your study
3. Then discus/reason out the result with your idea

4. Support or contrast the results with current findings

5. Indicate the results in tables, graphs or bars

Conclusion and recommendation part
V' Written well
References part
v' Very limited references ie. It needs more reviewing of current findings related to the
problem/title

Minor REVISION comments
Poor way of writing especially in the methods, and result & discussion part. Hence, it
should be written again following the scientific ways of writing

Optional/General comments

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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