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should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
• This paper needs a clear cut objective, a thorough 

framework, and a clearly stated research methods. 
Also the findings and implications are not clearly 
stated. 

• In line 85: I am totally confused about your Figure1. 
What is it telling? Is it your research framework? As 
you mentioned you have adopted it from 
Venkatesh et.al (2003), to my knowledge their 
paper does not have a figure like this.  You did not 
mention the title of the Figure? What is it for? Did 
you use this model for your paper? This is not clear 
from your write-up. If you plan to use this model, 
remember it is not a model, that someone come up 
with so far. If you propose this model, you should 
provide proper literature review for this model and 
ensure  the reliability of your model. 

• Lines 93-107: You have provided only one 
reference which was 4 years old to support your 
claims about TAM’s applicability.  Several other 
TAM studies were published recently after 2012. 
You should use more recent references to support 
your claim about internal and external factors.  

• Lines 108-121: The Heading ‘Industrial Application 
of TAM’ is misleading.   All you talked in this part is 
about TAM’s application in research so far. 

• Line 123-212: You have explained the TAM model 
(developed by Davis, 1989), you need to add a 
Figure of this model so that readers know which 
you are talking about. 
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• I don’t find any clear-cut findings of your research. 
Be more specific about your research objective and 
tie it up with your findings.  

• Needs thorough proof-read as the paper has  
major issues with many  grammatical errors  

•  
Please clarify the issue: 
Figure 1, the citation they provided for the 
figure does not match. Venkatesh et.al (2003) 
never presented a Figure like this. 

 
Minor  REVISION comments 
 

  

Optional /General  comments 
 

Needs thorough proof-read as the paper has  major 
issues with many  grammatical errors  
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