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PART1:ReviewComments 

Compulsory REVISIONcomments Reviewer’scomment Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that 
partinthemanuscript.Itismandatorythatauthorsshould 
writehis/herfeedbackhere) 

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
importanceof this manuscript for the scientific 
community. Why doyou like (or dislike) this 
manuscript? A minimum of 3-4sentencesmaybe 
requiredfor thispart. 

Themanuscriptisimportantforthescientificcommunityasitencapsulatesthenecessary 
aspectsthatislikely toprogress inthe prevailingenvironment. 

 

Isthetitleofthearticlesuitable? 
(Ifnotpleasesuggestanalternativetitle) 

Noval,Attractive,Precise  

Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do 
yousuggesttheaddition(ordeletion)ofsomepoints
inthissection?Please writeyour 
suggestionshere. 

 Welldrafted 
 Precise 
 Problemallaroundtalkedabout 
 Methodsofinformationinvestigationtalkedabout 
 Target-Oriented 

 

Aresubsectionsandstructureofthemanuscri
ptappropriate? 

Yes.  

Please write a few sentences regarding the 
scientificcorrectness of this manuscript. Why do 
you think thatthis manuscript is scientifically 
robust and technicallysound? A minimum of 3-4 
sentences may be requiredforthispart. 

Thetheoriesareinculcatedbeautifully. 
Thetechnicalaspectofthemanuscriptfulfilseverypoint 
Themanuscriptisapplicableinpresentscientificcommunity building. 

 

Arethereferencessufficientandrecent? 
Ifyouhavesuggestions of additional 
references, please mentiontheminthe review 
form. 
- 

WellformattedinAPAstyle,Properlyorientedandpresented.  
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MinorREVISIONcomments 

 
Isthelanguage/Englishqualityofthearticlesuitab
lefor scholarlycommunications? 

 
 There is a great amount of clarity in communication. Ideas are well expressed and wellwritten. 

The content is simple and has facilitated the reader to understand well andquickly. 
 TheEnglishLanguageisappropriate.Itiskeptsimple,outofgrammaticalandpunctuationalerrors, 

expressiveand effective. 

 

Optional/Generalcomments  The introduction of the paper has provided sufficient background of the study bycovering 
mostof the point that were elaboratedand explainedin furtherheadings ofthe paper. The study 
was motivated from various appropriate theories, literature. Theintroduction has taken control 
of the paper by versing few definitions at the startingwhichhas simplified the further reading of 
thepaper. 

 The need for this study is perfectly justified as the author has taken care of every 
aspectofresearch methodology and statistical analysis. 

 The aim and objectives of the paper are to the point, target-oriented and well co-ordinatedwith 
the findings and questionnaireof thepaper. 

 The paper does contain adequate and updated literature review. The review is 
wellexplainedandare appropriate to the topicand titleof the paper. 

 The structure of the literature review is good and precise. It has not been 
flamboyant.Theauthorisfocusedinhis/herstudyandthusthechosenliteraturereviewarepurposefula
nd nicely drafted. 

 Theargumentsareclearandverywellexplainedandhavetakeneverymeasuretoprovethe focal point 
of the study. 

 The paper have used appropriate theories and the concept has always matched thecontext of 
the paper. The theories are also nicely explained with correct examples andcasesand has 
solved thereason of thetitleof thepaper. 

 Apart from theories, the research methods used are appropriate and result oriented. 
Thecalculations are simple and well written in a simple language thereby to be 
understoodbyany new-learner. 

 Theresultsarepresentedandanalyzedveryclearlyandup-tothemark.Thecalculations are simple, 
the data is well structured, the tabulations has been perfect, thefiguresarecalculativeand the 
terminologiesarematching the calculations. 

 The discussions are congruent with the obtained results. There has never been 
anymisconceptionsinthe mindof the author aboutthe statisticalmethodsimplementedand 
calculations performed. The author is focused and precise in the study of thecollecteddata. 

 The conclusion is congruent with the results and the other parts of the paper. Theconclusion is 
perfect and has fulfilled the purpose of every point considered in thepaper. The conclusion has 
covered each and every aspect of the calculated study anddata. 
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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) 
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