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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write 
his/her feedback here) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importance of this manuscript for the scientific 
community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 
required for this part. 
 

It is a good topic to do the research work. But some cautions are very much needed. After some 
corrections it will able to publish. 

 

Is the title of the article suitable? 
(If not please suggest an alternative title) 

 

Yes  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some 
points in this section? Please write your 
suggestions here. 

 

Abstract is ok  

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

No. 
1. Statement of problem is not mentioned exactly. 
2. In second null hypothesis  “not” word is missing. 
3. In review of lit. salutation like ”Dr.” not needed. If 2 or more authors are there, have to use “&” 

and have to write only the surname of author/authors. 
4. Directly inserted the descriptive tables (table 1 & 2) without any description. 
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8. In table 6 no need to give 2 tables for correlation. Only 1 table is sufficient.  

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
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Not properly references given, some are missing. In addition some literatures are too old  

Is the language/English quality of the article 
suitable for scholarly communications? 

 

Language is ok  

Optional/General comments 
 

After some corrections it will be publishable.  
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