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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 introduction does not provide sufficient background and include all relevant
references
2. The research designis appropriate but can be improved ( Justification supported
by relevant references stating why you adopted this research design and all the
steps adopted in the methodology )
3. The results are not clearly presented, it can be improved
4. The conclusions clearly supports the results, however much comparison should be
done with the views of other researchers. That is the only way the relevance and
contribution of the findings can be pointed out
5. Point out the limitations and recommendations for further studies for other
researchers to consider (it adds relevance to your work )
6. Extensive editing of English language and style is required
7. Additionally , state clearly the connection/linkage between results and the
research gaps found in the literature review (Literature discusses exiting problems
, S0 the results and findings should address them)
Minor REVISION comments
1. All the hypothesis tested could be confirmed by previous studies ( if adopted from
other scholars )
2. Whatever result you get whether positive or negative (accept /rejected hypothesis
) should come with a reason and compare with others
3. What are the theoretical and practical implications of the findings? Please integrate
every part of the paper to build a good case for your entire study.
4. The literature review doesn’t demonstrate your full understanding of the concept -
improve the literature
5. Check the formatting of the headings (maintain a uniform font style )
Optional/General comments
Thank you for letting me read this paper which deals with a very relevant topic.
Focus on integrating your results, and justify every result, method and approach.

PART 2:

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)

As per the guideline of editorial office we have followed VANCOUVER reference style for our paper.

Kindly see the following link:

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20
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