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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 
 

 
Researcher has developed a tool in the form of questionnaire which needs to be tested 
by many psychometric tests to make it valid and objective so in this case construct 
validity (both convergent and discriminate validity) and other necessary psychometric 
procedures like skewness, kurtosis, exploratory factor analysis and confirmatory factor 
analysis is missing in this study. 
Researcher has not clearly mentioned the sources and other authentic work relevant to 
construction of statements used in the study to obtain responses from participants. 
 

 
 
 
Revised 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
Grammatical mistakes have been found in many sections of research paper particularly in 
conclusion part.  
Discussion part is missing and interpretation of tables needs to more clear and precise and 
studies mentioned in interpretation of tables should be removed and added in discussion part. 
 

 
 
 
Corrected 

Optional/General comments 
 

 
Researcher has not followed reference style as per the guidelines of journal. 
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Are there ethical issues in this manuscript?  
 

(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details) 
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