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Reviewer’'s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, correct
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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? | still could provide several notes for the author to improve the quality of the manuscript.
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) - First, the research questions or inquiries must appear in the manuscript at least twice to lead the
reader.
2. lIs thettitle of the article suitable? - Language must be checked again.
(If not please suggest an alternative title) - literature review is extremely limited and a thick description is highly required in this type of
inquiry.
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? - data saturation can be reached through an efficient summary of the main results in which the
author answers the main research question.
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? - background of the study is missing.
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? with these revisions, and the expert eye of someone who knows Tamil, the paper will be up to your

journal standards.

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)

Minor REVISION comments
1. Is language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly
communications?

Optional/General comments
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