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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? 
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3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? 
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Yes, relevant study with appropriate variables  
 
 
Title is well suited to the content  
 
Abstract could be a bit more elaborative and definable to the content 
 
Yes, common pattern of manuscript writing has been followed  
 
Yes,  as it is a survey based study and proven with tables and graphs, chances of 
manipulations are less.  
 
Work out on reference area, make use of atleast 10 to 15 years old references and refer even 
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