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PART  1: Comments 
 

 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. 

Very recent related studies pertaining to career decision making need to be explored. Literature 
review should include the research studies carried out in the years 2023 and 2024 also. The 
need for the study needs to be synthesized from the related literature. 

 

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

 

Yes. The title is suitable.  

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. 

No, the abstract is not comprehensive. In the abstract include the sample size, sampling 
technique and a brief note on the research tools used for data collection. 

 

Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please 
write here. 

As the study adopted stratified random sampling, it is necessary to mention the different strata 
considered for the selection of sample. 
The research gap needs to be justified properly. 

 

Are the references sufficient and recent? If you 
have suggestions of additional references, please 
mention them in the review form. 

There are errors in reference section. Check the year and usage of parentheses properly. Some of the 
parentheses are left as open.  

 

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

The article is found with many grammatical errors. It is suggested to rectify all grammatical mistakes.   

Optional/General comments 
 

The article needs to be strengthened more with the necessary information mentioned above.  
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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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