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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.The title of the study is  o.k. The topic selected is relevant.  The operational 
definitions  of the concepts  are  not given in the study which are  to be given in the 
introduction  part. 
2. In the abstract the terms majority has been used for the percentage  which is less 
than 50. While using the terms majority  or most, it is better to ensure that the 
percentage  is  more than 50. 
3. The study is presented in a  logical sequence and the research methodology  
followed  has been  clearly  stated. How ever, the significance of the study  or 
statement of the  problem  is missing which is very important for any study. This is 
to be show after introduction. 
4. Under the heading sample size-there is repetition of the same  paragraph  
beginning  with-" where n is the sample size............and Route3(23). 
5. The researcher could derive   at a better conclusion if 5 point scale or rank order 
questions were used in the questionnaire. 
6. Try to avoid yes or no questions  in the  questionnaire  as it does not help in 
deriving a meaningful  conclusion. In the present  study the analyses are based  on  
Yes or no answers .So the findings and conclusions  are not much reliable . 
 
7. Hypotheses  were not set  in the present  study.  For a study like this which is 
mainly based on  primary data , setting  of hypothesis is  a must.  

8. Review of  literature is  o.k. and done correctly. 
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Optional/General comments 
 

 
No grammar  mistakes  in the study. 
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