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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 
 

 
Methodology: Not place references in this sector, I mean the numbers: 26, 15 and 24. 

Make the comment with the reference number in introduction. 

 

Results: Throughout this sector:  Tables  are too long. Must to  find a way to summarize to 
make reading and comprehension easier. Complete the explanatory text with the number 
of the table to which it refers. 

References: Missing data in references number: 3 and 5. 

 
The references in this section are standard practices to the best of my 
knowledge and placing comments being referenced under introduction will be 
inappropriate. 
 
The variables have been summarised to the best of our ability. Further 
summary will mean losing some valuable information 
 
 
Noted and corrected. 

Minor REVISION comments  
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

  

 
PART  2:  
 

 
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) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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