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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Abstract: I think that the author does not have to list 

all of the objectives here – just summary of it. The 

objectives would be good in the introduction section, 

after the research questions part at Line 61.  

 

After reading the article, I have the difficulty of 

understanding the whole idea because I believe it has 

been copy and paste from thesis (e.g.: Refer Line 243, 

Line 246 – Appendix C is not in the article, line 272 – 

Appendix B, Line 290 – what is 3.4.3.2in this article).  

The sentences are not well connected, making it hard 

to digest what the author is trying to say. 

 

Line 452: In conclusion……the sentence is not 

complete, hanging 

 

I agree with reviewer 

 
 
 
 
After reading through the work I realized 
the work was not well organized. I have re-
organized it and highlighted those areas in 
yellow. 
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Optional/General comments 

 

 

Restructuring the article would be good to do. I 

believe the good idea is there but the way it has been 

presented make it less attractive.  

 

 

That has been done 

 

 


