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Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Grammar and punctuation marks (comma, dot, etc.) need to be paid more 

attention to for a perfect article.  
2. Some sentences should be rewritten and the number of your references cited 

in the paper should be put in the right positions. For example: In the 
“introduction” part, (5) should be in front of the dot: “months and adults.(5)”  
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1. The article used comparative and analytical methods which are quite easy to 

understand and interesting. 
2. The topic is appropriate for publication. 
2. The comprehensive and balanced coverage of the topic is quite good 
3. The technical depth of the paper is appropriate for the generally knowledgeable 

individual working in the field 
4. The technical novelty of the paper is novel       
5. Regarding the overall organization of the paper, the title and the length of the 

abstract are both satisfactory, the appropriate length of the paper is 
appreciated. 
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7. The list of references: Satisfactory  
8. The appropriateness of this paper for publication: Good Match       

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

http://ditdo.in/jpri
http://peerreviewcentral.com/page/manuscript-withdrawal-policy
https://paperpile.com/c/2t7bhd/M79LQ


 

 Review Form 1.6 

Created by: EA               Checked by: ME                                             Approved by: CEO     Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)  

 
 
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) 
 
 

 
 

 
 
Reviewer Details: 
 

Name: Huynh Tan Hoi 

Department, University & Country  FPT University, Vietnam 

 
 
 


