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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

Minor REVISION comments

Necessary improvements to the INTRODUCTION section:

- please underline clearly what is the originality and novelty of your research;
The Literature Review is prepared properly and contains relevant literature.
Please make sure you position yourself/yourselves among previous researchers.

METHOD

Please explain why you used the analytical tool,

RESULT:

The reasoning is sound, the and interpretation of data and references correct.

The findings in this article are compared to findings of other authors and prior studies.

Necessary improvements of the CONCLUSIONS section - please add the following
elements:

1.practical implications and recommendations for practice (business/industry or policy
makers);

2.description of research limitations;

REFERENCES:
The literature should the latest published journals in the last 5 years

Optional/General comments

Accept with major revision

PART 2:

Reviewer’s comment

IAuthor’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 ves, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.

Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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