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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 
 

  

Optional/General comments 
 

Overall Article is Good  
Author analysing the Gender Relation between Supervisor and Subordinate using Statistical 
tools.  
With best of my knowledge, some general points find out and note down below.  

• Author followed universal system while preparing the article. 

• Author used various statistical tools for analysing the above problem 

• Hence, Research Result showing accurate values 

• Article design and analysing pattern is very good 

• All recommendations are coming from research study  

•  Sufficient references are included  

• Title meaning is not been expressed properly.  If possible, change this title as “Gender 
Relation between Supervisor and Subordinate using Statistical tools” 

• In Age component (Table-2), the first one has to change 20 to 30.  Because, below 30 
also comes infant child also who are unable to work. And this age group taken major 
part i.e. 33%.  So, please check it the figures once again.  

Finally, this article is graded Good. 
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