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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 
 

 
Justification of the main theme of the research should be stated in the introduction section.      
  
In the methodology section, 1

st
 para accept 1

st
 sentence and second para should be 

deleted as these are not any materials or methods of this research. 
 
Write up of entire result and discussion is poor, for example, Table 1 shows that are 
repeated. Sentences should be past perfect form. Paragraphs should be re-arranged.  
 
Score is described in the Table 4, but how score was measured should be explain in the 
methodology section.  
 
Calculation and interpretation of Chi-square values and p-values should be revised.   
 
Recommendations ii and iii are not the outcomes from the findings of the research.   
 
 

 
 
The manuscript has been modified thoroughly. 

Minor REVISION comments  
 
 
 
 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Sentences 4 and 5 in the abstract are not appropriate. Its may be written in result section. 
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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) 
 
 

 
 
 

 


