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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 
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additional suggestions/comments) 
 

Yes, it’s. This research is indirectly important to the scientific community. The main focus 
of the study was to swot on “Study on psycho-social problems of covid-19 affected young 
adults living in Madakasira town of Anantapuram district Andhra Pradesh”. 
 
Yes, it’s. 
 
 
The abstract should also include quantitative research findings. 
 
Yes. 
 
I think the average and standard deviation should be added to the table to ensure the 
reliability of the article. 
 
- The researcher should discuss the results and add references in the section Result and 
discussion. 
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1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly 

communications? 
 

Yes, it’s.  
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
- The researcher should add questionnaire details in supplementary data. 
- I think the average and standard deviation should be added to the table to ensure the 
reliability of the article. 
- The researcher should discuss the results and add references in the section Result and 
discussion. 
- Researchers should supplement their solutions and provide recommendations on the 
results and discussions. 
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