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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 
 

Abstract and Keywords did not match each other. 
Keywords did not appear in abstract and hence 
have no bearing to it. 
The title of Section 2.0 should be changed to 
Methodology as the Materials and Methods title 
used is inappropriate. The author did not employ 
any research materials in the study and hence no 
Laboratory work was carried out 
References 1 and 4 in lines 163 and 164 are not 
fully rendered and thus should be completed with 
publisher/journal stated. 

The correction noted on Keywords 
inconsistence with the Abstract as being 
corrected. 
The title of Section 2.0 as being changed to 
Methodology. Initial thought was that the 
questionnaires used can be categorized as 
materials but the correction is noted. 
Corrections on references 1 and 4 in lines 163 
and 164 is noted and since being rectified. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Author need to correct English tenses e.g is in line 63 
and were in line 64. Author should use past tense 
throughout as work has been completed. 

Noted 

Optional/General comments 
 

Author should give assurance that correct data was 
used in the study as the secrecy act may not allow 
companies/corporations to release their correct data 
particularly as several of similar outfits are being used 
for the study. 

 

 
 


