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Reviewer K: 

Recommendation: Revisions Required 

 

------------------------------------------------------ 

The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article. 

It is good if the title reflected that the paper is a desk review of literature. 

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results. 

yes(Please insert your comments) 

There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article. 

The study METHODS are explained clearly. 

No. The fact that it is a desk review is not presented anywhere in the paper. The 

method employed for the review is also not explained. 

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors. 

yes, provided the above are incorporated. 

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content. 

yes 

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate. 

The author presents a bibliography instead of a reference list. There is only one 

citation given as a footnote. I believe this has to be addressed. All historical and 

statistical data presented throughout the paper must include in-text citations. 

Please rate the TITLE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 
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Please rate the ABSTRACT of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  



Please rate the LANGUAGE of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

5 

  

Please rate the METHODS of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

2 

  

Please rate the BODY of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the CONCLUSION of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

4 

  

Please rate the REFERENCES of this paper. 

[Poor] 1-5 [Excellent] 

1 

  

Overall Recommendation!!! 

Accepted, minor revision needed 
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