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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 
 

I appreciate the thought and idea behind the paper. Concept of the study is good. Though Major 
revisions are necessary. 
The APA rules of formatting, references and sentence in-text citations should be adhered. 
Need to revise the chapter sequentially and guide the reader accordingly. The chapter is 
currently very abrupt and not in a flow. 
Research questions or hypothesis are to be written clearly before the methodology. On what 
basis is the study accepting or refusing the results is not clear. 
Assumptions to the need of the study should be avoided. The sample size, the grouping, 
statistical testing, and the normality of the distribution are many things that are missing. 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Some grammatical and punctuation clarity is needed. Sentence at times is fragmented while reading. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Good attempt at bringing the Indian children with disability and their difficulties on the fore. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, 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. 
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