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New Title of the Manuscript: CAUSES OF ACADEMIC BACKWARDNESS OF RURAL SCHOOL 
CHILDREN IN SELECTED STATES OF INDIA:  AN EVALUATION 

Type of  Article: Policy paper 

 
  
PART 2:  

FINAL EVALUATOR’S comments on revised 
paper (if any) 

Authors’ response to final evaluator’s comments 

SECOND REVISION 

 

1) The appointment of Aggrawal et. al (2005); 

Halawah (2006) and Sharma et. al., does not 

appear in the final references. 

 

2) The first time all the authors are cited, and 

from the second, only the first author et al. 

 

3) Tool is not a suitable word to the context of 

the research. It is better to use Materials or 

Instruments. 

 

4) The formal sequence of the investigation is 

not correct. It would be more correct to 

continue the following sequence: 

 

Introduction 

METHOD 

Objectives 

Hypothesis 

Samples or Participants 

Materials 

Procedure 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

CONCLUSIONS 

References 

*** 

The formal aspects continue to fail. 

 

5) In the first reference, after the appointment 

ends (.) 

6) After the last name, (comma) and after the 

name., (Semicolon). The name of the journal 

in italics. 

 
 
 
Added 
 
 
 
 
Revised 
 
 
 
Done 
 
 
 
Sequence is already proper. 
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7) The last author cited is preceded by "and" 

or "&". 

 

8) The year in the APA format, goes 

immediately behind the authors. 

 

9) All references should be written as in 

example 2 (in red). 

 

As per the guideline of editorial office we follow 
VANCOUVER reference style for our paper. 

 

Kindly see the following link:  

 

http://sciencedomain.org/archives/20  
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Corrections as per example 2 in red have been done 
in references. 
Also citation has been corrected.  
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10) The conclusions are too short. They only 

consist of 3 lines. (p.11) They should expand 

somewhat more. 

 

11) It is difficult to make the reader believe 

that there is a single cause of poor 

performance, when most studies show data 

that show that it is multicausal. The authors 

should also explain why in eight states the 

academic factor was the cause of poor 

performance while in another the mental 

health factor was the cause. The statistical 

methodology used does not allow causal 

analysis or reach these conclusions so quickly. 

For this they should have used, in any case, a 

program of structural equations, such as the 

program Lisrel 8.51, or AMOS-SPSS. 

 

12) In implications of the study (p.12), the 

words Teachers and Counselors are written 

with lowercase letter. At the end of the 

paragraph it should end with a point (.) 

 

13) Formal and drafting mistakes, and 

references, are still visible. It is necessary to 

continue editing and revising the manuscript 

before it is published. 
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Done 
 
 
 
 
 
Done 
 
 

 


