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Reviewer’'s comment

Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and
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his/her feedback here)

Compulsory REVISION comments

1)

2)

3)

Many spelling mistakes and grammatical errors.

Since study about the marketing, the theory of marketing guru like Philip Kotler is
not been examine and discuss in this paper.

This paper is lacking a clear research gaps and problem statement.

Minor REVISION comments

1)

2)

3)

The abstract is not well written as difficult to discover 1) what are you trying to
solve and 2) how that adds to current insight. Can use more conventional format
for abstract.

The articles citied is not recent. For example, least to see recent five years
references.

This paper should include unaddressed limitations of the paper.

Optional/General comments

The topic of paper could be fine. However, the abstract is not well written that | find it
difficult to discover 1) what are you trying to achieve and 2) how that adds to current
insight. The in-text references prefer to be recent. The contributions and limitations of the
study have not highlight.
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