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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 Inadequate. It does not capture what itsupposed to capture and it fail to give trend ofthe topic. This means that the introduction isnot adequate to explain the topic underreview. The introduction suppose to capturethe concept of Digital Village Project. No in-textcitation. The work needed to be restructuredand re-resubmit.

The Introduction has been revised accordingly

Minor REVISION comments The work need to be restructured to followAuthor’s Guideline. The structure has been reviewed
Optional/General comments The work is interesting and it is related to thestudy. The subject of the paper is of significantvalue but it does not add literature to theexisting knowledge on the area. The work didnot show academics review and it lack focus. Itwas not well arranged.

We believe the work has academic value and is therevisions done it is now focused


