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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. The abstract is too lengthy. Precisely should be 
between 250-300 words 
2. Key words are too many. Precisely five key words  
3. Line 863: the sentence should be recast  
4. Literatures cited by the author are too old. The 
author should back his/her study with recent literatures 
5. The author should try as much as possible to 
compare the results of the research with other studies 
done in similar field of study. This will enable readers 
and other researchers to appreciate the beauty of this 
study. 
6. Conclusion phase of the study is missing. The author 
should write a brief conclusion for the research.    
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
The results is well written and explicit 
 

 

 
 


