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PART1:ReviewComments 

 Reviewer’scomment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 
correctthemanuscriptandhighlightthat partinthe 
manuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshouldwritehis/
herfeedback here) 

CompulsoryREVISIONcomments 

 
1. Isthemanuscriptimportantforscientificcommunity? 

(Pleasewritefewsentencesonthismanuscript) 
 
2. Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 

(If not pleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

 
3. Istheabstractofthearticlecomprehensive? 

 

 
4. Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscriptappropriate? 

 
5. Doyouthinkthemanuscriptisscientificallycorrect? 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you havesuggestion 

of additional references, please mention in thereviewform. 

 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free 
toprovideadditionalsuggestions/comments) 

Yesthearticleisimportantforscientificcommunity.The

titleissuitable. 

Theabstractshouldbereworkedtoinclude:Statementof 
theproblem,purposeofresearch,objectives, methodology, findings, conclusion and 
recommendations. The abstract shouldbelikeaprécis of the bodyofthe work.Itshouldbe 
between 250and300words foranarticleand not more500wordsforathesis. 

 
Yesthesubsectionsareappropriate.Theauthorshouldincludethesamplingtechniquesubsectiona
ndinstrument validation. 

 
Inmyopinion,thearticle 

isscientificallycorrect.Thereferencesareadequat

e. 

 

MinorREVISIONcomments 
 
1.Islanguage/Englishqualityof thearticlesuitablefor 

scholarlycommunications? 

 

 
ThelevelofEnglishexpressionishighand suitableforscholarlycommunications. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  
1) Theinstrumentusedfordatacollectionshouldhavebeenincludedin 

thearticleforbettercomprehension. 
2) Theconceptof rewardshouldbeclearlydefined. 
3) Itisnotclearhowthe researchermeasuredthevariables. 
4) Isitrewardinthetermsofassignmentof dutiestoteachers? 
5) Rewardcouldbereinforcementof aninitiativeoracompletedassignment. 
6) Aretheteachersfavourites oftheselectedprincipals? 
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Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment(if agreed with reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight 

that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her 
feedback here) 

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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