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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 
 

This is an interesting paper focusing on the marketing behaviour of registered women entrepreneurs in Tamil 
Nadu.  
In the abstract, basic ingredients of a concise abstract is conspicuously missing.  
These include; concise introductory phrase for the study, brief and concise conclusion, one recommendation 
enamating from this study. 
However, I feel "India" should be included as the last word in the title.  
In the introduction (1.1), it is quite surprising that no references was cited through the part. Your expected to cite 
some references to support these statements and assertions. 
In 2.1, briefly give an introductory phrase before commencing the review of literature. Please, note that the 
literature review should be presented in a flowing sentences and not in paragraphs as presented in the 
manuscript. 
In the methodology, how many units constituted 105 respondents for the study? Please, indicate this. 
The discussion section of this study is conspicuously missing. 
Please, discuss the results of this study empirically using recent and relevant references either to support or 
refute the findings in this study.  
Please, add more relevant and recent references in the introduction and discussion sections. 
Thank you. 
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