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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 
  

 
The Research Paper is quite good and clear in stating the objectives of the study 
and relating these to the final outcomes of the work. The author has successfully 
related the findings with similar work of other researchers. 
 
References should be in APA-6 Format. 
Reviews can be written in quotes so that they are read as such ; otherwise the plagiarism 
software  reads  them under  “similarity index” 

 
Thank you 
 
 
 
References formatted 
 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

There are some minor language errors. I feel that the author can take help of a 
teacher of English Language to correct these errors. 
 
There seems to one small type error in a percentage figure given on page 13. I have 
highlighted the same in yellow.  

 
Corrected 
 
Corrected 

Optional/General comments 
 
 

Some figures/ graphs could have been included  

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