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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 
 

 
1. Briefly state why the specific design was used for the study. 
2. Elaborate briefly the tools i.e. self-prepared or standardized. If standardized mention the author and 

year. Also, state which variables/factors were addressed by the tool. 
3. Incorporate the steps undertaken in data collection in the ‘Procedure of data collection’. 
4. Incorporate the steps undertaken in data collection in the ‘Procedure of data collection’ 
5.  Incorporate/elaborate the statistical technique used for data analysis. 
6. Justify how pilot study conducted on the same sample didn’t affect their responses for final/ actual 

data. 
7. Reframe the results/ findings as they are not clearly explaining the same rather they seem more of 

generalised statements. Create sync. between the findings and objectives of the study.   

 

Minor REVISION comments 
 

 
1. Make grammatical corrections as suggested. 
2. The heading is inappropriate as the text states for the rationale of the study and not the statement of 

the problem. 
3. The sub-heading is not apt as the text is for conclusion. 

 

Optional/General comments 
 

The topic of the study is interesting and promising.   
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