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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 
 

 
The introduction part is too lengthy, and it should be shortened. This is probably 
due to the missing of literature review section and it is suggested to add that in this 
research. 
 
Research methodology, research findings, discussion and recommendation are 
seeming too brief explained, further elaboration needed.  
 
Unclear research gaps. The researcher is advised to highlight the gaps in this 
research. 
 
The content of introduction is not well organized, repetitive occur.  
 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please check again the punctuation. 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The researcher is believed to have enough knowledge on his/her research topic, research 
problems and objectives was clearly stated. However, the researcher should also 
emphasize on the research gaps and contributions to the body of knowledge of this 
research. 
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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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