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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 
 

 
The present study is interesting, original but there still should be some suggestions to 
the authors to increase its scientific value: 

- No abstract or key words. 
- No rough description of the significance of the study. 
- No details on methodology about research questions, tools (descrption, items, 

scoring system), no validity and reliability mentioned, sample need to increase 
size, pilot study, . 

- Results need to be more clear, concise and on point. No comment in 1
st
 table, no 

table (4); repeat the result under heading of result 
- Discussion: No point of view in the discussion or your interpretation for this result. 
- Reference: very limited reference, need more reference. 

 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Please revise some other minor editing errors mentioned in the manuscript regarding: 

- The discussion could be strengthened. 
- Conclusion must be more concise and there is some repetition in the result. 

 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
- Add more specific recommendation based on result. 
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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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