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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

Minor REVISION comments

Page 2: CSO'’s (write meaning in full)
Page 3: third (Forth) The third should be the forth.
Page 10:, Braun and Clarke 2013). Or (2006) ??

read 2006.

CSOs were rewritten in full as suggested

Resolved.

Reference 2006 while citing in the writeup is 2013 ?? The correct reference should | Also resolved.

The reference was also corrected.

Optional/General comments

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) The comments and suggestions enhance the quality of the paper.

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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