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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 
 

This is a potentially interesting paper that needs some rewriting and reorganization 
before it can be considered for publication. Currently, there is an insufficient linkage 
between the literature review and the conceptual framework which is to be tested by 
the research questionnaire. The author should highlight at the end of the literature 
review what is known and, therefore, what is not known about this situation.  
 
The methodology section needs to be completely rewritten. The questionnaire 
development and testing process must be specified in detail. The language used 
should be considered. The issues surrounding non-response bias are particularly 
important in research in rural areas. 
 
The findings should include a proper description of the demographic characteristics 
of the sample achieved. A discussion section should be added to consider the 
performance of the conceptual framework – this is where the claim for contribution 
to academic knowledge will be made. 
 
The conclusion should include the limitations and the suggestions for future 
research. 
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