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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 
 

1. Result and Discussion part should be more specific 
For example, mention what is effect of natural capital. And likewise, discussion should be around 
keywords of the study 

2. Discussion has to be added with each finding 
3. Results table: values in table does not match with following content.  
4. References are missing in many places: recheck and add 
5. Conclusion should to be specific to the findings of the research 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Mention of natural capital in Introduction part 
2. Please reduce that part where you have written about entitlement theory of Amarthya Sen (Also mention 

how that method is used in this research study?) 
3. Mention on questionnaire you used 
4. Add keywords 
5. Use of comma, full stop and upper case in result and discussion part. (Proof reading requires) 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Introduction, methodology part is written very well. But Results and discussion part needs more focus in this 
research paper. It ambiguous and needs specific discussion. Suggestion should be added. 
I suggest that add more content to result and discussion part and reduce content in introduction and methodology if 
needed. Also add more data and findings to research paper. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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