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Compulsory REVISION comments

Minor REVISION comments

Title
| suggest to change title from : A scale to measure Migration Proneness of tribespeople

To: Establishment of a scale to measure Migration Proneness of tribespeople

Abstract:
You don't mention review in abstract but you can mention only Methods names
Change: in the study were Index of descrimination ... To ..... in the study were an index of discrimination

Introduction:

You have to add more recent review

Methodology:

Change: From:

for quantitative purpose, the scale must hav sufficient content validity in order to get constructive
To:

for the quantitative purposes, the scale must have sufficient content validity in order to get a constructive
RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Change: On screening it was found that out of 45, 15 judges marked wrongly.

To : On screening, it was found that out of 45, 15 judges were marked wrongly.

Chnge: The relevancy index obtained for 29 items are shown in Table 1.

To: The relevancy index obtained for 29 items is shown in Table 1.

Change: From the Table 1 it was clear that on statements 2,13,14 and 17 have highest relevancy
To: From Table 1 it was clear that statements 2,13,14 and 17 have the highest relevancy
Change:
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