
Editor’s Comment:   

 

Please find attached my editorial of the reviewed manuscript. 
 
The whole manuscript is still in a terrible condition. It still suffered severe deficiencies and 
horrible mistakes, as far as language, grammar, writing formatting, methodology, and much more. 
Obviously, no any experienced writing body was consulted to make the paper looks like a scientific 
manuscript. 
 
I have pointed out to some of these defaults in the attached form. The paper is from Australia, a place 
supposedly a pioneer English language and scientific research model. However, what I see is a work that 
has a little, if any, to do with Australian literature.  
 
I even tend to ask for the documents and proofs of dataset and collected information the authors claim 
they have done, to recognize what evidence-base standard was used. 
 
I reject the paper unless all the notes mentioned have been treated properly, and the quality of writing 
comes close to the least reasonable standard. 
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