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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 used track changes so the author’s should check the main manuscript. 
 
In the methodology, you must indicate how all the predictors were measured.  
Also the coeffeicents are too big which is not the best. The authors may consider deviding 
the numeric figures by a common denominator before running the regression. Also, since it 
is linear regression, tests such as heteroscedasticty, autocorreleation, and multicollinearity 
should be conducted to ascertain the robustness of the results. 
 
 
 
In addition, the authors need to work on grammar and comprehension. 
 
 

 
 
 
The assumptions for regression were checked and were added in the 
manuscript (the part was highlighted in yellow). 
 
The grammar and comprehension also were checked and corrected 
accordingly as suggested. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The paper is novel and very interesting and I hope the authors would work on the 
comments to improve upon the paper.  
 
 

 
Thank you for the constructive feedback, really appreciated. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 


