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 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: 

- Not appropriate 

 

Introduction: 

- What is the purpose of research? 

- What is the problem of research or research 

question? 

- What will the research bring in terms of novelty? 

- Problem of “consistent” writing (uncorrelated 

content) 

- In line 92-93: …” A researcher found 

- 93 out that keeping to 80km/h speed reduces 

fuel…” - which researcher 

- Lines from 99 to 133 are unnecessary 

- There is inadequate Literature Review 

 

 

In Material and methods, the authors should consider the 

following: 

- Missing: Conceptual framework, hypothesis 

development, and survey 

- The tools that were used in the analysis should be 

given and described. 

- The procedure and steps of the analysis should be 

explained. 

- This is the part where demographical features of 

the sample should be described. 

- Line 151-168  should be described (in text) 
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In the Results section, the authors should consider the 

following: 

- The first thing is a table????, fallowed with some 

explanation of known statistical definitions – why? 

- In line 191….”then we accept the NULL 

HYPOTHESIS – where is this Hypothesis  

- The author should conduct ANOVA analysis to 

identify differences between groups (higher or 

lower qualification)   

 

Why SUMMARY at the end? 

 

Conclusion is inappropriate.   

 

Please clarify the Plagiarism  Issues: 
Tested with Plagiarism X .  

 

Some part are just copied from other sources (e.i. 

“…..explanations of risks and subsequent accidents 
(Savage, 1989)…..« 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

- There are many grammatical errors. 

- It is advised that a native speaker proofreads the 

paper before publishing. 

 

Optional/General comments    
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