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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

The author (s) highlighted new information in their research and contribution in the
field of research ethics, quality, and recognition of scientist researchers in their
remarkable work.

Minor REVISION comments

The total population of INGENIO research staff was taken as a sample and itis a TOTAL
sample. The authors should say this in their design. Also the approach of the research is
quantitative and it is worth mentioning.

The points raised by the reviewer has been effected in the manuscript

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)

Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?

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

Created by: EA Checked by: ME

Approved by: CEO Version: 1.6 (10-04-2018)




