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importance of this manuscript for the scientific
community. Why do you like (or dislike) this
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be
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Most of the students have confusion in choosing their career. Some are joining the courses
which they do not like but joined as forced by some one else. This study helps to understand
the perception of students which may be helpful for them to decide their career.
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Please write a few sentences regarding the
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you think that this manuscript is scientifically
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sentences may be required for this part.

Data collection and data analysis are appropriate. All the numerical values have been
mentioned.
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