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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 
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Please write a few sentences regarding the 

importance of this manuscript for the scientific 

community. Why do you like (or dislike) this 

manuscript? A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be 

required for this part. 

 

The study Empirical Investigation into Attendees’ Outlook and Experiences of DAESI Training is 

needed for the specified community. However the study has not clearly explained the content 

need a major revision. 
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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. 

 

Need to add according to the study theme  

Are subsections and structure of the manuscript 

appropriate? 

Introduction: Problem statement is missing and clear understanding is missing. 

Methodology: Incomplete. On what basis purposive sampling is used and how respondents are 

selected. The sample of 80 was included for the study and why only 80 ?? Analytical tools and 

its statistical things were missing 

Results: No proper justification (Check in the document) 

Conclusion: Not as per the format and has to change completely 

Reference: Not as per the style 

 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 

scientific correctness of this manuscript. Why do 

you think that this manuscript is scientifically 

robust and technically sound? A minimum of 3-4 

sentences may be required for this part. 

Need major revision in methodology and conclusion. Clear justification is needed in the results. 

Problem statement can be added in introduction. 
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Need proper references for substantiating the results  
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