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THE WORK WAS A VERY INTERESTING ARTICLE 
THAT WILL ADD TO THE BODY OF KNOWLEDGE 
 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
THE AUTHOR SHOULD CHECK THE REFERENCES 
ARRANGEMENT TO BE IN ALPHABETICAL ORDER 
AND ALSO COMPLY WITH THE STYLE OF 
REFERENCING OF THIS JOURNAL LIKE APA 6 OR 
ANY OTHR ONE ACCEPTED BY THE JOURNAL. 
 

I do not think it is possible to arrange the 
references in alphabetical order. This is 
because the journal requires that numbers are 
inserted in the text and not citation. The 
numbers starts from 1 to the last and these are 
arranged in that order in the reference. It is the 
numbers that are used in the reference and not 
the names of authors. This is the practice of 
the journal.  
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THE AUTHOR MAY TRY TO GO OVER THE WORK 
FOR ANY TYPOGRAPHICAL AND GRAMMARTICAL 
ERROR(S)  

I have gone over the work and noted that some 
of the figures in Tables 4.2 and 4.3 have 
shifted and these issues were addressed.  

 
 


