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Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
the manuscript and highlight that part in the
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community?
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript)

2. lIs thettitle 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
additional references, please mention in the review form.

(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide
additional suggestions/comments)

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, asitis asurvey 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
more research items before coming in to a conclusion

Constraints have been mentioned so suggestions could also been included, randomness
must be followed for independent variables. Make use of more scientific statistical tools
rather than using percentage analysis.

Minor REVISION comments

1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Yes, language usage and writings skills are good.
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Lack of scientific tools to prove the findings,
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