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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   
Minor REVISION comments 
 

Even though references are adequate, it is recommended that the authors better develop 
the problematic of the study. As well, it is necessary that author develop a strong 
theoretical foundation of the study in order to connect the ideas of the authors studied in 
this problematic, which is related to the one size fits all. Methodological procedures must 
be detailed and results must be provided in accordance to the theoretical and 
Methodological foundations used in this study. Are there categories developed? How were 
results interpreted? How were they discussed? It is also recommended that the authors 
write a conclusion section in order help the readers understand why their research should 
matter to them after they have finished reading the paper. Thus, a conclusion is a synthesis 
of key points and, if applicable, where you recommend new areas for future research. 

 
Thank you for your recommendation.  
 
I have written a ‘conclusion’ section as per your suggestion. (Line: 557-573) 
 
As this is a proposed method so we did not include other points. We must 
include those points in our further research and obstacle if we face during field 
works. 
 
 

Optional/General comments   
 
 
 


