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Compulsory REVISION comments 

 

Data collection and analysis protocol/method is not 

clearly stated 

 

In action oriented research such as this it is hard 

to follow the usual sampling techniques, sample 

size determination, data collection methods and 

data analysis protocol.  In such a case, the best 

way is to describe the procedures and 

approaches as given in the manuscript.  
Minor REVISION comments 

 

Data is more presented as a report than a scientific paper 

 

 

 

 

 

If the paper is based on survey methodology, 

then what is to be done is to discuss the result 

with past findings. In action oriented research, it 

is difficult to discuss the result with past findings 

as you might not get similar findings done.  

Optional/General comments 

 

Review some of the references cited. 

 

 

 

This is unclear.  

 

 

 


