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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 
 

The author need to present the 5 variables of the study (that are used in Figure 2). The 
measurement, the significance and descriptive of the 5 variables. The questionnaire is also needed 
to be included as an appendix. Each variable should be related to a number of questions addressed 
in the questionnaire. These may be synthesised and presented within research methodology or at 
the beginning of the Results section. 
The Introduction section need to be reduced, by presenting the key concepts with references in the 
literature, the objective of the paper, the method used and possible results expected. 
The contribution of the paper for the literature need also be included in the Introduction. 
Then, the relevant research in the field need to be presented in a section related to the literature 
review. 
More relevant articles need to be analysed and referred to in this manuscript. An important part of 
the References need to be published in the recent period (the last 5-7 years). 
The results need to be discussed in relation with the results of previous research on this theme. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The subject in interesting and is worth being researched. The idea of the authors is also interesting to be 
published. However, the revisions suggested will enhance the quality of the paper. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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