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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 Link the source to the text, e.g. Barako (2007:13)
opined or argued or submitted...
2. The introduction is too lengthy. There should be no
subsection
3. Measure of Transparency (2)
(2.1)(2.2)(2.3)(2.4)3....) should be summarily
transferred to Methods and Materials section.
4. Empirical Results should be changed to Results
and Discussions.
5. Conclusion should include Findings.

1. OK
2. introduction is modified (some parts are
cancelled) and without subsection
3. The section of measure of transparency
is summarized (suggestion of the second
reviewer) and transferred to methodology.
4. we have add findings in conclusion

Minor REVISION comments Nil

Optional/General comments Nil


