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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 
 

 
A well articulated original research paper. Methodology well mastered, results and 
discussion excellently presented. This is one of the few manuscripts I have read that 
left me with little or nothing to critic. 
 
Good job. 
 
However, the author(s) should look again at the general conclusion because it is not 
very articulate.  

  
Thank you so much for the observation 
 
It was made a correction in the conclusion to be better articulated. 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
A very good original research article that is very much ready for publication and 
deserves very much to be published by JEAI. 
 

 
Thank you so much for the observation 
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