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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 
 

 
Introduction: An overview about the places where the research occurred should be 
provided. 
 
Bibliography review (lines 29-40): Please clarify the regions of the cited studies and 
explain why they are relevant, and clearly tell if they are other studies in the same region of 
this study. 
 
Research Methodology (lines 42-45):  Please specify the tool used to collect the 
information (questionnaire, interviewed or other) and when the field work was done. 
A brief explanation about the variables should be provided, e.g. why these variables were 
chosen, the meaning of some of them and how they are measure – eg. Innovativeness or 
self-confidence. Last, there are no mean, only percentages. 
 
Results and Discussion:  
Line 49-50: which headings? and there are no discussion! 
Line 56-58: There are no data about the reasons. 
There is no discussion. 
 
Conclusion: Is very poor, is just a short presentation of the data collected. 
 

 I have change title so based on that included some relevant information in 
introduction. 
 
 
 
 
 
Carry out the correction 
 
 
 
 
Carry out the correction 
 
 
 
Carry out the correction 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

 
The article is poor. 
 
 

I have been added related information to based on your review. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 


