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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. Hyothesis to be written

2. Hypthesis testing to be reflected with acceptance or rejection of null
hypothesis

3. As samples are independent, Independent Sample t test to be applied

(The Independent Samples t Test is commonly used to test the following:

Statistical differences between the means of two groups)

Effectiveness to be evaluated by showing the actual measurement readings

(actual readings are nor shown in this Paper)

Feasibility study is also needed to be included

Limitations of the study is also important

Conclusion must be precise with the support of analysis outcome

Enough Analysis is needed

Data validity and Reliability also to be checked
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Minor REVISION comments

Optional/General comments

Literature review can be improved with concurrency
As this research is action type of research then how it is carried out to be explained in brief.
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