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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 
 

 
I want to congratulate the writer of this article for his efforts in this paper. However, I wish to 
state that there is a need to re-visit the paper and make it an academic presentation.  
 
Although some previous works in this area were mentioned but the author failed to properly 
package the introduction and the statement of the problem to reflect a sound academic 
paper. 
 
Also, the style used in the methodology undermines scientific exercise.  
 

I  am agreed. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It appears to me that the author lacks absolute knowledge on the reference format of this 
journal. It therefore become essential to see to this issue for correction 
 

I have made a revision, thank you for your advice. 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
 
The literature review should be revisited to reflect hypotheses of the study 
 

The literature is a choice. 

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 
 
Kindly see the following link:  
 
http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
 
 
 


