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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 
 
2. Literature Review  
 
 
2. Under Literature Review Paragraph 2 line 20 
 
 
4. Results                                                             

 
Remove Literature Review and add to Introduction. This automatically changes the 
paragraphing. 
 
The author must maintain one referencing style, either he use [n]; where n= 1,2, 3,…. 
or (name et al, year; e.g. (Bradshaw et al., 2001)) for uniformity.   
 
4. Should be Results and Discussion. BUT if the author chose to proceed with his 
arrangement, then results should appear before discussion in sequence. 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

1. Reference 
2. Grammar Spelling  

 
Reference should be arrange in alphabetical order (A to Z) 
 
Author should check grammar and spellings. 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

1. Data generation and content 

 
 
This research article is well organized, author claimed data are primarily sourced 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
Data are primarily sourced according to author.  
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