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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 
 

 
NA 

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

Following minor revisions/improvements are required before the final publication; 
The abstract of the study needs improvement according to the following arrangement, each 
part consisting of not more than three or four meaningful stances; 
1. Introduction and significance of the issue investigated, and objectives of the study 
2. Data sources and methodology 
3. Major findings, main conclusion, scope and policy implications of the study 
Grammatical mistakes are frequent which need to be corrected. Language should be 
improved to make the research more valuable and impressive. The language used for the 
article is not too scientific.  
While writing the research work there must be an evident link and consistency among all its 
sections which seems not too impressive and thus needs a careful relook.  
Methodology also needs further elaboration and conclusion must be focused and 
impressive. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The topic taken-up by the author/s is important and can be a useful academic addition into 
the concerned field. However, there is some thirst in the article concerning about is 
construction and significance of the focused area as well as about the need and scope of 
the study. Removing such minor deficiencies, the worth of the study can be enhanced.  
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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