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Compulsory REVISION 
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1. What is the main objective of the study? It is not stated in main text. 

2. Line 89: Based on which previous research you are suspecting? Please 

add literatures. 
3. Why are you intending to do theis study? 

4. Reference sequence must be in numerical order. 

5. Add a subheading for statistical analysis and describe analytical issues. 

6. Must have ethical permission from relevant authority. 

7. Line 187 -193: Please re-write. Now it is not understandable. 

8. Please re-write the whole discussion as in many places you have used 

the same terminologies, even if you are comparing. This is complete 

misleading. 

9. Conclusion should be exclusively based on your own findings. 
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Line 19: incorrect reference style. 

Line 27-28: Please re-write the sentence/s. Incorrect reference style. 

Check reference style in whole text. 
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