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PART  1: Review Comments 
 

 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) 

Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? (YES) 
      (Please write few sentences on this manuscript) 
 
2. Is the title of the article suitable? (YES) 

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 
 

3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? (YES) 
 
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? (YES) 

 
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? (NO) 

 
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 

additional references, please mention in the review form. (NO) 
 
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide 
additional suggestions/comments) 
 

 
 
 

Below are reviewer comments based on the issues highlighted in the different sections: 
 
a) Under 'Validity Test': 
 
It is unclear what 'rcount' and 'rtable' represent in the validity test. Please provide clear 
definitions or explanations for these terms (see yellow marked words). 
b) Under 'Reliability Test': 
 
(1) Please review and correct spelling errors identified in the yellow marked words. 
Accuracy in language is crucial for maintaining the credibility of the study. 
(2) There is a discrepancy between the table number in the table caption and the one 
mentioned in the description. Ensure that the table numbers are consistent throughout the 
document. 
c) Suggestion: 
 
Consider inserting measurement items under each construct (for welfare, sale, income, and 
labor) in separate tables. This organization will enhance clarity and facilitate a more 
detailed examination of the relationships between items and constructs. 
d) Reference: 
 
A thorough review of the references is necessary. Almost 90% of the references either do 
not match or are not found in the text citations. Please cross-verify and correct all 
discrepancies between the reference list and in-text citations. Marked references in yellow 
require special attention. 
 

 

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

communications? 
 

 
 
 
YES (with some suggested changes) 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

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