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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. References are taken from the authors but they are not mentioned in 

quotations. It would be better to follow MLA Handbook 8 or 9 for references. 
2. Minimum 8 to 10 references are needed and all references should be cited in 

the text. 
3. More explanation is needed. 
4. In Literature Cited, arrange the authors’ names as second name first and first 

name second like Yadav Amita instead of Amita Yadav. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Many grammatical errors are noticed. It would be better to proofread the paper 

several times. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
1. The paper is very impressive. Survey done for this paper is appreciable. 
2. Findings are appropriate. In many families, mothers also do some menial or small 

scale employees. It would be better to mention both mother and father’s income 
not parent’s income. 

3. It would be more palpable if any solution is provided. 
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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) 
 
As far as I have observed, it’s general finding, no unethical issues are 
mentioned. 
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