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 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: It is too brief, I will suggest the author(s) should expand it. The objective of the 
study should also be stated. 
 
Empirical Literature: the author(s) did not review any empirical work which is rather 
surprising. It is general global practice that, all academic papers should all review previous 
studies carried out in the research area of interest.  
 
Methodology: Can we conduct a research study without methodological framework? The 
paper should provide us with population of the study, sample size and sampling techniques 
of the study, sources of data and method of data analysis 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
It is not entirely clear to me whether the author(s) is citing this Ramesh chand, (2016) along 
with his first name and surname! By rule, citations are only done with surnames not first 
name or first name and surname combined.  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The author should do more to transform his paper to academic paper. 
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