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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

- Subject Area.

- Level at which this study is done (MBA or BBA or PhD)

- No mention such trade is under threat with evidence/data.

- Sample size is too small.

- Supporting case study/in depth interview solicited

- Questionnaire is not there to verify sequence & depth of questions.

- The Subject Area is good but there is no mention much with detail and
facts that such a business is facing threat because govt. or other bodies
are allowing some particular trade/business community to enter the same
area of business.

- The sample size is too small and hardly any statistical technique has been
used.

- The Variable cost defined has not been explained.

- There is no mention of Fixed Cost

- If the research is at PhD or MBA level it is not worth either of two.

- There is no questionnaire attached thus difficult to judge the depth.

- There is no case study or in depth interview details mentioned (If at all it
was under taken)

- If at all such community or business is under threat then other areas
where such trade is means of survival should have been taken.

All correction made sir

Minor REVISI- ON comments

- Details of level of research (BBA/MBA/PhD) or any other solicited

- Study though covers relatively large area but lacks inter disciplinary area.
- Literally no use of any Statistical tool.

- Fixed cost details are missing.

- The background of researcher level makes review more useful and to the point.
- Research talks about Variable cost but is silent about Fixed Cost, every
business has bad debt too which is missing.

- There is no mention of Financing cost.

- Inter disciplinary is the demand of the academics.

Corrected sir

Optional/General comments
Researcher level only, is always solicited.

- Background and other details in introduction makes relevance of research better.
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