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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
 

1) (a) Keywords, (b) Purpose/Objectives of the study, (c) Literature Review, 
and (d) Findings sections are  absent in this research study. Please 
include these important facets in this study. 

2) Under clarity in problem, definition and objectives, researcher did not 
identify the research questions/problems. 

3) In Conclusion section researcher should include a summary of what you 
have achieved with the work you describe in the paper, stressing its 
novelty and relevance and also include major findings/conclusion 
followed by brief discussion on future perspectives and /or application 
of present work to other disciplines. In conclusion researcher did not 
use a single word for future direction/scope of the study 
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1) Add “Keywords” section  
2) Add “Objectives of the Study” section.  
3) Add “Literature Review” section 
4) Add “Findings” Section 
5) Minor revision is required in Conclusion section 
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