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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 paper contains good piece of work, design and analysis are appropriate. The
major revision is in discussion part, as per the study the discussion should be in
running format and not in subheads, if the author wishes to make subheads it will be
better to merge with resulit.

Minor REVISION comments

The language is a bit shaky, grammatical mistakes are there and have been marked, there
are few typographical errors too. The paper is actually written in thesis format that can be
changed to give a good readable shape.

Introduction for eg can have more emphasis on why this study was undertaken and
conclusion part could address that how the objective achieved are usegul.

Optional/General comments

The finding and analysis is good, the author should note that during writing they have to
stress why and how there findings are helpful. The recommendation part is a good add on
however it must be written in scientific form.
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