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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 paper should be rejected because does not follow the 

style of a research paper and the content is just a list of 

results interesting for local audience. It is a descriptive 

paper which results from a survey which is not provided 

in the text. It is really a kind of interim report. 

 

Further comments:  

Line 26 delete “there are” 

Line 29: delete “Full Package” from the keywords as it is 

already in the title 

Line 35: delete “is” 

Line 48: mind that there are two consecutive spaces 

between words (test the rest of the text) 

Line 51: the survey should be detailed in some extent 

considering the population that received it ant the 

questionnaire itself. It also could be included as an annex 

Line 52: the reference Garret and Woodworth is not in 

the reference list. Wodworth is incorrectly written. 

Lines 60-63: How many factors were evaluated? Which 

factors were evaluated? The statistics are not explained. 

Line 68: delete “is” 

Line 69 : replace “dominate” by “dominates” 

Line 72: what do you mean by “sample” area or people? 

Please specify it in the methodology section 

Line 88: replace “/” by “ -1 ” after units  (test the rest of 

the text) 

The result section is a descritption of variables it should 

be more comprenhensive and better linked. The 

discussion section should be a different section of the 
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result and compare the results with other researchs 

written in papers from other countries or different 

surveys in the same country. 

Reference list is not properly described. Some papers are 

not included. 

 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Optional/General comments 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: Anonymous Reviewer   

 


